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TURKISH AND RAJPUT TRADITIONS OF WARFARE 
INTRODUCTION 
The m i l i t a r y s u c c e s s a c h i e v e d by t h e Turks 
a g a i n s t t h e R a j p u t r u l e r s of N o r t h e r n I n d i a t o w a r d s t h e 
c l o s e of t h e t w e l f t h c e n t u r y c a l l s f o r a s c i e n t i f i c 
a n a l y s i s of t h e modes of w a r f a r e and war t e c h n o l o g y em-
p l o y e d i n I n d i a and C e n t r a l A s i a , 
The R a j p u t s were i n d i f f e r e n t t o w a r d s h a v i n g a 
f r o n t i e r d e f e n d e d by f o r t s o r o t h e r m i l i t a r y t e c h n i q u e s . 
T h i s was an a d v a n t a g e f o r t h e n o r t h - w e s t i n v a d e r s , who 
d i d n o t h a v e t o f a c e s t i f f r e s i s t a n c e a t a l l b o a r d e r s . 
Though a t a x known as t u r u s h k j danda was r e a l i z e d f o r 
m e e t i n g t h e i n c r e a s e d c o s t of r e s i s t i n g t h e T u r k i s h i n v a -
s ions# no w e l l p l a n n e d p o l i c y of g a r r i s o n i n g t h e f r o n t i e r s 
was f o l l o w e d . 
Accord ing t o A l b e r u n i c a s t e c o n s i d e r a t i o n s 
s t o o d i n t h e way of c o n t a c t w i t h t h e f o r e i g n e r s . Thus 
t h e t e r r i t o r i e s o c c u p i e d by t h e Ghaznav ids i . e . beyond t h e 
S u t l e j "was no more t h e i r ( R a j p u t s ) c o n c e r n f o r t h e o b v i -
o u s r e a s o n t h a t h a v i n g been d e f i l e d by t h e p r e s e n c e of t h e 
Musalraans, even i t s Hindu p o p u l a t i o n c o u l d n o t be r e c l a i m e d 
t o t h e Hindu f o l d , " T h i s r e f l e c t s l a c k of p o l i t i c a l f o r e -
1. P . S a r a n , ' R e s i s t a n c e of I n d i a n P r i n c e s t o 
T u r k i s h O f f e n s i v e (end of 10th c e n t u r y A.D. t o 
(Footnote continued) 
• • • ^  
(2) 
s igh t on the pa r t of the Indian r u l e r s . They did not u t i l i z e 
the opportunity of capturing back the t e r r i t o r i e s from the 
Musalmans who were in constant conf l i c t for power in Central 
Asia, The Ghaznavids were tamed by the Seljuqs and l a t e r by 
the Ghorids and the Khwarazmshahis, The Indian Rajputs could 
have b u i l t up a strong l i n e of defence to save themselves 
from further invasions* but "such a thing as a regular defence 
organisat ion as was ca l led for by the th rea t of Turkish inva-
s ions , was foreign to t he i r imagination. They ignorainiously 
f a i l ed to take advantage of the splendid opportxinity which 
the precarious p o l i t i c a l predicament of the Ghaznavids offered 
then." An example can be c i t ed from the events of 1191 A,D,, 
when in the f i r s t b a t t l e of Tarain, P r i thv i ra j routed the 
Turks led by Muhammad Ghuri, the former did not follow up h is 
victory in completely wiping off the Turks from the Indian 
land, but he wasted h i s e f for t s in reducing the for t of 
Bhatinda which was under the command of Qazi Ziaud-Din 
(Previous Footnote continued) 
f i r s t quarter of 14th), Si ta Ram Kohli Memorial 
Lectures, 1966-67, p , 17, Hereafter c i t ed as 
Resistance of Indian Princes to Turkish Ottensive, 
D, Sharma, Early Chauhan Dynasties, Delhi, 1959, 
pp. 61-6/i, 
1. 'Resistance of Indian Princes to Turkish Offensive' , 
p , 29. 
• • • w 
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1 Tulak. He was, however, m e f t e c t i v e in capturing the 
fo r t for th i r t een months and in the meantime the second 
invasion of Muhammaa Ghtiri sealed the fa te of any Rajput 
r e s i s t ance as the second b a t t l e of Tarain brought about 
a complete overthrow of the Rajput confederacy. Pr i thvi~ 
r a j made a grave s t r a t eg i ca l mistake of warfare. He 
"fa i led to r e a l i s e tha t reducing an in te rna l fo r t r ess 
2 
was a matter of comparatively minor importance". Had 
he u t i l i z e d the in t e rva l in for t i fying the f ron t i e r s , 
perhaps the Turkish invaders would have been confronted 
3 
with a very d i f f i c u l t s i tua t ion of r e s i s t ance . 
The Rajputs were armed with lance, j ave l in , 
swords and daggers. They defended themselves with armour 
and sh ie ld . The army was composed of elephantry, cavalry 
and infan t ry . The Rajputs r e l i e d heavily on the elephant 
corps which in the hands of expert generals could prove 
1. Kiinhaj~i Siraj al Juzjani , Tabaqat-i Nas i r i , 
Bib. Indica, Calcutta, 1864, p . 118. Hereafter 
c i t ed as Minhaj; Raverty, H,G,, iiinqlish Trans-
l a t i o n , Delhi, Reprint 1970, p . 458. Henceforth 
c i t ed as Tabaqat-i Nasir i English Transla t ion. 
2. 'Resistance of Indian Princes to Turkish Offensive' 
p . 30. 
3. I b i d . , p . 30. 
. . .4 
(4) 
'4 
"dreadful and aevastat ing on the enemies, but^they badly 
handled t he i r des t ruc t ive torce could r eco i l on t h e i r own 
army." Muhdinmad Ghuri once ordered Qutbuddin Aiba]< to 
t r a i n the horses to accustom themselves to the s ight of 
elephants of which they were afraid, by constructing 
models of elephants and galloping the horses in front of 
2 i t . The Rajput code of war was personal hand to hand 
f igh t and the element of mobil i ty in war t a c t i c s which 
had developed in Central Asia was unknown to them. They 
knew a "simple method of dashing against the foe and 
joining him in hand to hand combat. They v/ere much too 
vain of t he i r prowess and valour and understood warfare 
as no more than a game of wrest l ing on a magnified 
3 
s c a l e . " The i n s t i t u t i o n of jauhar further added to the 
problem. In b a t t l e s temporary defeats , r e t r e a t s etc are 
common, but the Rajput p rac t i ce of jauhar took only 
success or f a i l u re in to account and ignored a l l r e a l i s t i c 
1. 'Resistance of Indian Princes to Turkish 
Otfensivej p . 51. 
2. Futuh-us Salatin^ English Translat ion, Mehdi 
Husain, Bombay, 1967, p . 148. Hereafter c i t ed 
as Futuh-us Salat in English Transla t ion. 
3 . 'Resis tance of Indian Princes to Turkish 
Offensive' , p . bz. 
. • . D 
(5) 
planning including temporary rebuffs and r e v e r s a l s . If 
t h e i r at tack fa i led i t was d i f f i c u l t for them to regroup 
and f ight again in a proper order . They did not act 
upon the 'ambush' t r ad i t i on of war. Never do we find an 
Indian army laying an ambush for the invaders. This 
s t ra tegy should have been the best means to expell the 
invaders as the inhabi tants of t h i s country knew ful ly 
well the geography of the country and they could have 
u t i l i s e d t h i s s t ra tegy at the best known p laces . The 
Rajputs ' i n t e l l i gence system was also not up to the mark. 
They could not keep an eye on the enony's moveanents, l e t 
alone i t s composition, s trength and s t ra tegy . The only 
means of defence on which the Rajput s t ra tegy was plan-
ned was defence tnrough the t o r t s . They were experts in 
building impregnable f o r t s , l i k e the fo r t s of Rantham-
bhor, Kalinjar , Gwalior, Koil, e t c , but they were unable 
to consider the t a c t i c s enployed by the bes iegers . The 
fact t ha t the s t rongest of t o r t s u l t imately had to y ie ld 
to the pressure shows tha t these fo r t s could not be 
linked up to any e t i e c t i v e defence mechanism outside the 
t o r t s , l inking these fo r t s as one defence vimbrella co-
vering the whole area. Muhammad Ghuri captured the fort 
1, Nizami, K.A., Some Aspects of Religions and 
P o l i t i c s in India During the Thirteenth Century, 
Aligarh i961, p . 80. Hereafter c i t ed as Nizami, 
K.A. 
. • . 6 
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of Tabarhind in no time but the same for t took th i r t een 
1 
months for P r i thv i r a j to capture . 
One of the basic de tec ts of the Indian armies 
was t he i r feudal charac te r . The feudal l ev ies could 
never be woven in to a compact, wel l -kni t mi l i t a ry orga-
niza t ion and the i r methods of d isc ipl ine^ methods of 
recruitment, payment, e t c . , remained d i f f e ren t . The 
concept of army as one s ingle xanit — cen t r a l ly recrui -
ted , cen t ra l ly paid and cen t r a l l y administered was 
a l ien to the Rajput mi l i t a ry system. 
The mi l i t a ry success achieved by the Turks 
against the Rajput r u l e r s of North India towards the 
c lose o£ the twelfth century c a l l s tor a s c i e n t i f i c ana-
l y s i s of modes of warfare and war technology employed 
in India and Central Asia, 
The Turks were known as Ashwapatis i , e , lords 
2 
of horses . This name must have been given tor some 
very s ign i f ican t reason. I t was the "pace and a g i l i t y 
of the i r horses" and "the t a c t i c s of the horse archers" 
1. Tdbdqat-i Nas i r i , English Translat ion, 
p . 464. 
2 . N izami , K.A. , p . 8 2 . 
. . . 7 
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1 
who were "quicker and more f l e x i b l e in manoeuvre" t h a t 
caused t h e g r e a t e s t damage to the "huge and xinwieldy 
phalanx of Ind ian armies headed by e l ephan t s with gorge-
ous t r a p p i n g s . " 
The Rajputs have been blamed t o r t h e i r d e f e a t 
for not having a c e n t r a l l y r e c r u i t e d array, "The Rajput 
armies mainly c o n s i s t i n g of feudal l ev \e s r a i s e d by 
d i f f e r e n t Rajput l e a d e r s , t r a i n e d under d i f f e r e n t c o n d i -
t i o n s and onployed on d i f f e r e n t terms lacked u n i t y of 
3 purpose and fought for i n d i v i d u a l g l o r y . " 
We must on t h e o t h e r hand n o t f o r g e t t h a t t h e 
army of Muhammad ohur i too c o n s i s t e d men of d i f f e r e n t 
n a t i o n a l i t i e s J-'urks, Ta j iks and Afghans b u t they 
were c e n t r a l l y r e c r u i t e d , with one purpose and under one 
command. Regarding t h e i r a b i l i t y t o f i g h t a l l t h e s e 
Turks, Ta j iks and Afghans were good horsonen and a r c h e r s . 
1. Small, R .C. , Crusading Warfare 1097-1193 AD, 
Cambridge, 1956, p . 77. Hereaf te r c i t e d as 
Small, R.C. 
2. Nizami, K.A., p . 82. 
3 . Ni^omi, K.A,, p , 8 1 . 
. . . 8 
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The Rajputs when accumulated together fought 
as individuals to which Professor Nizami comments tha t 
"the Inaians looked upon mixitary a r t as merely an 
aftaxr of personal combat a t a time when the conception 
of the v^ole army as a reposi tory of organized force 
had already gained ground. The 'i'ur .s r e l i e d on swift 
movements of t he i r troops combined with accurate shoot-
ing from the horseback. Even t h e i r provisions were 
ca r r i ed by f a s t - t r o t t i n g camels. j.ne horsemen had 
l i g h t ot±entoj.ve weapony l i k e bow and arrows* lance and 
sword and there were d i f fe ren t se t of troops clad in 
heavy armour for themselves and the i r horses and poss-
essed long spearS/ "Their massed charge was i r r e s i s t i b l e 
3 
on the p la ins of North Ind i a . " 
The Rajputs believed in crushing the enemy 
with t h e i r heavily armed elephants and infantry* "cava-
l ry never came to occupy the front ranK in the army or-
ganization of Ancient India, i t never in fact came to 
1. N i z a m i , K.A. , p . 8 1 . 
2. Sarkar, J .N. , Mil i tary History of India, 
Calcut ta 1960, p . 25. Hereafter c i t ed as 
Sarkar, J.N, 
3 . S a r k a r , J . N . , p . 2 8 . 
. . . 9 
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form the core of a Hindu army. '* 
The best breeding grounds tor war horses 
were in Central Asia, The absence of evidence about 
the supply of Tartari horses by the merchants does 
suggest that it was prevented by the ruler of Ghaznin, 
The possession of a good war horse by Indian prince 
was not possible. In India the Kuhpaya region too 
was a breeding ground tor Hinax or Balaaasti horse* 
2 
but they were in fe r io r to those breeds of Central Asia. 
Later horses and elephants both were supplied by the 
Indian vassa l s . Kaiquoad once said tha t "All my swift 
horses I obtain from Tilang and a l l my vigorous e l e -
3 phants from Bengal." On the b a t t l e - f i e l d the I'urks 
onployed superior and s c i en t i f i c t a c t i c s to outc lass 
the Rajputs in sp i t e being l e s s in numerical s t rength . 
They never close upon the enemy and shot accurately 
with the i r bows to disorder the enonys' f lanks . They 
kept enough dis tance tha t in case of r e t r e a t , the 
1. P.C. ChaK^avarty, 'The Art of War in Ancient 
I n d i a ' , Calcutta 1943, p . 36. 
2. Tarikh-i Firoz Shahi, p . 51, 
3. Amir Khusrau, Qiran^us Sa'adain, Eng. t r , , 
in E l l i o t & Dowson, Vol. I l l , p . 526. 
. . . 10 
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enemy couid never ca tch them with t h e i r ho r ses of i n -
t e r i o r b r eed . They always kept a r e s e r v e fo rce t o 
a c t in onnergent t ime or in a s s i s t i n g any f lank which 
was weak/ but u s u a l l y they were used as "shock" fo rces 
1 
which tu rned many b a t t l e s i n t h e i r favour . 
In t h e second b a t t l e of Ta ra in , Muhammad Ghuri 
had 12,000 s t e e l c l a d armours* s e l e c t men mounted on 
2 
superb h o r s e s , kep t under h i s pe r sona l command. The 
army was d iv ided i n t o four d i v i s i o n s , t h e l e f t wing, 
r i g h t wing, t h e vanguard and t h e c e n t r e . In t h e r e a r 
3 
v/as t h e r e s e r v e f o r c e . The p o s i t i o n of t h e c a v a l r y , 
i n f a n t r y and e lephan t corps were c o n s t a n t l y changed 
according to t h e s t r a t e g y adoptea by t h e Su i t an ,Usua l l y 
t h e cava l ry were alwayson t h e move h a r a s s i n g t h e enemy 
" l a r g e bod ies of h o r s e - a r c h e r s hovered about cmd p l i e d 
„4 
t h e i r bows a g a i n s t va r ious p o i n t s of l i n e . " Muhammad 
1, Faxhr- i Mudabbir, Adab u l Harb wash Shui'aah, 
Pe r s i an t e x t , e d i t e d by A.S. Khwansari, 
Teheran 1927, p . 3 i4 , Hereaf te r c i t e d as 
Adab u l Harb; Sarkar , J . N . , p . 36. 
2. Minhaj, p . 120; Sarkar , J . N . , p . j 6 ; Habib, 
M,, and Nizami, K.A., Comprehensive His to ry 
of I n d i a , Vol. v. New De lh i , R e p r i n t 19b2, 
p . 16 2. Hereaf te r c i t e d as Comprehensive 
His to ry of I n d i a , Vol. V. 
3 . Adab u l Harb, p . 334. 
4, Oman, C.W.C., A History of the Art of War 
in Middle Ages, New York, 1960, pp. 217-18. 
Hereafter cited as Oman, C.W.C. 
...11 
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Ghuri had ordered h is reserve cavalry during the second 
b a t t l e of Tarain tha t " I t i s necessary t h a t , on the 
r i g h t and lett, and t ron t and rea r , 10,000 motmted ar -
chers should keep the in f ide l host in play, and when 
t h e i r elephants, horsemen, and foot advance to the a t t -
ack, you are to face about and keep the dis tance of a 
ho r se ' s course in front of them.*' 
In the b a t t l e f i r s t the vanguard should lead 
the at tack, then the r i gh t wing, followed by the centre 
and f i na l ly the l e f t wing. The commanders of the 
d i f fe ren t wings with t he i r troops and standards should 
stand firm in t h e i r respect ive places and wait for the 
2 King's order and act accordingly. 
Such t r a d i t i o n s were the outcome of the develop-
ments taking place in Central Asia, The high Dreed 
horses played the most important ro le in keeping the 
Indian Rajputs in play. The t a c t i c s of feigned r e t -
r e a t were the t r a d i t i o n a l manner in which they t r i ckea 
tne enemy to pursue tnem in disorder ly manner, while 
1. Tabagat-i Nas i r i , English t r an s l a t i on , 
p . 468. 
2 , Adab u l Harb , p . 334 . 
. . . 1 2 
(1^) 
the Turics kept t he i r places i n t a c t even in r e t r e a t . 
While ' r e t r e a t i n g ' they turned in t he i r saddles and 
shot with great accuracy. Smail, K . C , while desc r ib -
ing the Turks' t a c t i c s of war says, "I t a charge was 
essayed against them, they were ready to r e t r e a t , i f 
the a t tenpt was given up, they themselves attacked 
once more. The Turks might be sca t te red , but always 
they returned to the t i g n t , now they faced the enemy, 
now they turned away they were l i ke f l i e s who 
could be beaten off but not driven away." Their 
'feigned r e t r e a t ' l a s t ed for many days to weary the 
enemy, and then suddenly they ambushed the enQjny."They 
used the i r mobility to at tack the flanks and rear of 
2 the enemy" The most outstanding technique was "They 
used the i r bow from the saddle, and shot without h a l t -
ing or dismounting as a r e s u l t they were able to com-
3 
bine the i r archery with the i r mobi l i ty . " Such 
t a c t i c s barr led the Hindus and "they spent a l l t h e i r 
energy and time in the f u t i l e game of chasing and t r y -
ing to catch up tne elusive Central Asion horsemen be-
fore them at the end the Hindus were u t t e r l y d i s -
1. Smail, R.C., p . 78. 
2. I b i d . , p . 79. 
3. Smail, H.C., pp. 80-81. 
. . . 1 3 
(13) 
p r i t ed by the f u t i l e of t he i r exertion and eschausted 
1 from hunger and t h i r s t , " 
The Turks divided t h e i r armies on the decimal 
systesTj with the comrnanders being MalikS/ Amirs, Si pah-
Salars and Sarkhayls. The milit<iry designation of 
Khan came in vogue after the establishment of the 
Delhi Sultanate under Sultan I l tu tmish . The Turks 
obeyed t h e i r immediate commanders who got t he i r orders 
from the super iors . The Rajputs on the other hand 
grouped together vinder the i r feudal lords lacked the 
uni f ica t ion of command. They had never attonpted to 
keep in contact with the Central Asian powers as they 
never ventured to cross the t e r r i t o r i a l b a r r i e r s which 
were occupied by the mlechas. Hence "they forgot the 
profound importance of geography. They never took ad-
vantage of the immense natura l advantages of the vas t -
ness of the country or of i t ' s r i v e r s , fo res t s e t c . , 
e i the r to obst ruct or i s o l a t e the enemy and circxamvent 
him these Hindu warriors never understooa tha t 
2 the cost of geographical ignorance i s immeasurable." 
1, Sarkar, J .N, , pp. 36-37. 
2. "Resistance of Indian Princes to Turkish 
Offensive ' , p . 56. 
. . . 1 4 
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Their war horses and elephants were t ra ined more for 
"royal pageants than ror serious warfare" and thus 
these two main offensive arms of the array proved i n -
effect ive in the b a t t l e - f i e l d , Monserrate r i gh t ly 
says that "The Musalmans say tha t the Rajputs know 
2 
how to die but not how to f i g h t , " 
In t h i s d i s se r t a t ion an attempt i s made to 
study the army organization of the Turks during i t s 
early period. 
1* Ib id . / p . 57. 
2. Quoted in 'Resistance of Indian Princes to 
Turkish Offensive, p . 57. 
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CHAPTER - I 
THE TURKISH ARMY - COMPOSITION & TRAINING 
The Ghurid armies which invaded India seem 
to have been composed of diverse elements; Turks*Tajiks, 
Khaljis and Afghans, The Tarikh~i Fakhruddin Mubarak 
Shah refers to the composition of Turkish armies under 
Aibak: 
The Indian troops did accompany him when he moved to 
help the son of Rae Pithora against Hiraj. During the 
reign of Sultan Iltutmish many of the above mentioned 
tribes did exist but the prominent Maliks belonged to 
2 
Khitai/ Qarakhita/ Qipchaq, Gar1i and Ilbari Turks. 
1, Elliot & Dowson, History of India as told by 
its own historians* Aligarh, Vol, II, pp.217-
18, Hereafter cited as Elliot & Dowson; 
Raverty, H,G., footnotes on p. 517. 
2. Nlzami, K.A., p. 127. 
(16) 
Mal ik-Yughan-ta t was a Khi ta i and so was Malik Saifud-
2 
Din Bat Khan-i Bak. 
Among the Qarakhita Maliks/ were Malik Tughril-
3 
i-Tughan Khan, Malik Ikh t iya r -ud -Din Kara Kash Khan-
4 5 
i - A e t i k i n and Malik Ikh t iya r -ud -Dln Aetk in . Malik 
Tamar Khan- i -Kiran , Malik Taj-ud-Din San ja r - i -K ik luk 
Q 
and Malik Izz-ud-Din Balban were of Qipchaq. Of t h e 
I l b a r i l^irks were Malik Sher Khan and Ulugh Khan. " 
1. Minhaj/ p . 238; Tabaqat~i N a s i r i , Engl i sh 
t r a n s l a t i o n , p , 7 3 1 . 
2. 2!abaaat-i N a s i r i , Eng. t r . , p . 757. 
3 . I b i d . , p . 736. 
4 . For t h e Qarakhi ta see Minhaj, pp . 242, 249, 
252, Engl ish T r a n s l a t i o n , p . 746. 
5 . Tabaqat~i N a s i r i , Engl i sh T r a n s l a t i o n , p . 7 4 9 . 
6 . Tabaqa t - i N a s i r i , Engl ish T r a n s l a t i o n , p . 7 4 2 . 
7 . I b i d . , p . 754. 
8 . I b i d . , p . 775; See Minhaj, pp . 247, 256, 258, 
262. 
9 . Minhaj , p . 276; Tabaqa t - i N a s i r i , Engl i sh 
T r a n s l a t i o n , p . 791 . 
10. Minha; p . 281; Tabaqa t - i N a s i r i , Engl ish 
T r a n s l a t i o n , p . 800. 
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The Sultans of Delhi admitted to t h e i r armies 
a l l those who wanted to join the mi l i ta ry se rv ice . In 
fac t they threw open service in the army "to a l l p ro-
per ly t ra ined so ld iers / who could stand the s t r a i n s of 
war. Thus Indian armies came into existence in which 
mart ia l t a l e n t wms drawn up from a l l sources i r r e s p e c -
t i v e of cas t e , creed or co lour ," 
Sultan Razia did not h e s i t a t e to r e c r u i t Hindu 
so ld ie r s for regaining the tnrone. "She recru i ted 
from tha t area many men who were well-known for t h e i r 
2 
s k i l l in war/ l i k e Todar, Chitoi/ Khokhar and Birah." 
This led to a change in the t r a d i t i o n a l com-
posi t ion of Indian armies. The so ld iers in the army 
of Delhi Sultan were not rec ru i t ed on any feudal bas i s 
and were not confined to any p a r t i c u l a r c a s t e . The 
paiks (foot soldiers) were replaced by the sawaran-i 
muqatala (mounted f ight ing men) and thus brought India 
3 
m i l i t a r i l y oir^  P^r with Central Asian powers. 
!• Comprehensive History of India, Vol, V, 
p . 188, 
2. Futuh-us Sala t in , English Translat ion, 
p . 259. 
3. Nizami, K.A., p , 87; Comprehensive History 
of India , Vol. V, p . 188. 
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TRAINING 
The s o l d i e r s of t h o s e d a y s were wel l -known 
f o r t h e i r s k i l l i n a r c h e r y , r i d i n g and t e n c i m g . They 
i n f a c t knew a l l t h e methods of s e l f d e f e n c e . T h i s 
can b e c o r r o b o r a t e d by t h e f a c t t h a t a t t h e t i m e of j ^ o t i e s s i n t h e p r e s e n c e of t h e Ac iz and 
r e c r u i t m e n t t h e c a n d i d a t e s d i s p l a y e d t h e i r s k i l l a n d / 
when t h e l a t t e r was s a t i s f i e d , t h e n o n l y t h e c a n d i -
d a t e was p u t on pay r o l l . The A r i z however r e s e r v e d 
h i s r i g h t t o p i c k and e n r o l t h e c a n d i d a t e s whom he 
l i k e d . Muhammad- i -Bakht iyar K h a l j i was r e j e c t e d by 
t h e D i w a n - i - A r z i n Ghaznin b e c a u s e " h i s o u t w a r d 
a p p e a r a n c e was humble and x i n p r e p o s s e s s i n g . " In D e l h i 
2 
t o o he was r e j e c t e d on t h e same g r o u n d . 
A p a r t from t h e b a s i c t r a i n i n g which was 
i n h e r e n t i n t h e s o l d i e r s , t h e army was t r a i n e d i n a 
s c i e n t i x a c way. The s o l d i e r s d u r i n g t h e p e a c e t i m e 
t ook p a r t i n d i f f e r e n t k i n d s of games and s p o r t s , 
F a k h r - i Mudabbir s t a t e s t h a t s o l d i e r s t r a i n e d t h e i r 
m u s c l e s by e x e r c i s i n g . They p l a y e a chaugan ( p o l o ) . 
1, Ziaud-i>in B a r a n i , T a r i k h - i F i r o z S h a h i , 
B i b , I n d i c a , 1890, p , 102 . H e r e a f t e r c i t e d 
as T a r l k h - i F i r o z S h a h i , 
- Q u r e i s h i , I , H , , The A d m i n i s t r a t i o n of t h e 
S u l t a n a t e of D e l h i , Lahore 1944, p . 137 . 
H e r e a f t e r c i t e d a s Qurexshx , l . H , 
2. T a b a q a r - i N a s i r l , E n g l i s h T r a n s l a t i o n , p . 5 4 9 , 
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(19) 
did weigh t - l i f t ing , vrrestiing, boxing, a isc throwing 
(to t r a in tor jak throwing) fencing e t c . Such m i l i -
t a ry t ra in ing must have kept them t i t tnroughout. 
Regarding the a b i l i t y of horse-r iding an account i s 
given of Malik Taj-ud-Din Sanjar-i-Kurat Khan by Minhaj. 
He says, "he would have two horses tinder saddle, one of 
which he would r i d e , and the other , he would lead a t t e r 
him, and thus used to dash on, and v/hilst the horses 
were galloping, he would leap from t h i s horse to tha t 
with a g i l i t y , would return to t h i s f i r s t one again, so 
t h a t , during a gal lop, he used several times to raovmt 
2 
two horses , " 
The Turks were quick to judge the i r own 
mi l i t a ry weakness and they made sure of overcoming such 
weakness. After the f i r s t b a t t l e of Tarain, Muhammad 
Ghuri asked Qutub-ud-Din Aibak to t r a i n the horses as 
they were afraid of elephants . He said, "The horses ot 
our army have never seen the features of elephants . Our 
cavalry men suffer defeat because our horses t i g h t shy 
1, Adab ul Harb, MS., Asiat ic Society, Calcut ta , 
Add. 16, 8b3/487, pp, 197b-198. Hereafter 
c i t ed as Adab ul Harb MS. 
2. Tabaqat-i Nas i r i , English Translat ion, p . 756. 
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of the elephants . You should order that some elephants 
of mud and wooa-mountain l i k e and steaay-be made and 
i n s t a l l e d in the midst of the f ie ld / a l l wearing arms 
and clad in armour. Then a l l our troops should moxint 
t h e i r horses/ wearing war arms and a r r ive in the f i e ld 
galloping the i r dis tance t r ave l l ing horses . When our 
horses become accustomed to the s ight of the elephant, 
1 
our cavalrymen wil l not be defeated." 
The Central Asian army were aimed with 
d i f fe ren t types of bow namely, chQchi/ khwarizmi, 
2 parwanchi, qhaznichi, 1ahori , e t c . Then there i s a 
mention of mountains bow by Farkhr-i Mudabbii: which 
were made ot horn and were ' t r u e in t h e i r aim' . Then 
the Indian oow Ckaman-i hindavi) i s mentioned which 
were maae from bamboo, but i t s arrow did not t r ave l 
fa r , though at a c lose dis tance i t was very e f fec t ive . 
The Indian arrows were many headed, and while flying 
go snaking. Their points were poisonous. In the h i l l y 
areas ot India, arrows were roaae trom bones of deau 
1. Futuh-us Sala t in , i:;nglish Translat ion, 
p . 148. 
2 . Adab u l Harb, p . 24 2 . 
3 . I b i d . , p . 242 . 
. . . 2 1 
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animals and were poisonous and when one i s h i t , he i s 
f a t a l l y wounded. The arrows made from poplar or cane 
t r e e did not t rave l f as t due to i t s Heaviness but they 
2 i n f l i c t e d a t a t a i wound from a c lose d is tance . The 
arrows made of reed/ t r ave l l ed fas t / s t r a igh t and far^ 
and i f pointed with s t ee l i t made a coat of mail use-
3 l e s s . The reed arrows were used by the Rajputs as 
well since i t was commonly found in India, but the bows 
of the Central Asian arcfiers were of more superior 
qual i ty and they used "various kinds of arrows 
4 for effect ive use on d i f fe ren t occasions ." Arrows 
which were intended to pass through a coat of mail or 
5 
a breas t p l a t e , were fish-backed or round. 
The Turks were great archers . I t v/as t h e i r 
technique of u t i l i z i n g bow and arrows with great accu-
racy which helped than to win many b a t t l e s , Hasan 
1. Adab ui Harb, pp. 242-43. 
2. Ib id . / p . 244. 
3. Ib id . / p . 244. 
4. Ib id . / p . 242. 
D. Ib id . / p . 242. 
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Nizami says tha t Muslim archers were such tha t they 
"could in the dark night h i t with t he i r arrows the 
mirror on the torehead of an elephant ." rhe accuracy 
with which they shot while r id ing on a horseback has 
been described by Small/ R»C, t ha t "They used the bow 
from the saddle, and shot without hal t ing or dismount-
ing as a r e s u l t they were able to combine t h e i r arch-
2 ery with t h e i r mobi l i ty . " 
In the army there was a master-archer who 
seldom missed tne t a rge t he aimed a t . He could with 
one shot k i l l the en©tny's commander and decide the 
b a t t l e or shoot a t the head of the commander's e l e -
phant and gain the i n i t i a t i v e required to win the 
3 b a t t l e . Such a scene was witnessed when Muhammad 
Ghuri proceeded against the Rai of Benaras/ Ja i Chand. 
The l a t t e r , who was seated on the howdah of h is e l e -
phant, was shot by an arrow and he "fe l l from his es -
4 
ca l ted seat to the eairth. " Thus ending the b a t t l e in 
1. E l l i o t & Dowson, Vol, I I , p . 23b. 
2. Small, K . C , pp. 80-81. 
3. Adab ul Harb t-iS, pp. 110a,b, 109b. 
4. Elliot and Dowson, Vol. II, p. 221, 
. .. ^ o 
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favour of Muhammad Ghuri. 
The frequent hunting expeditions of Sultan Balban 
was nothing e lse but a mi l i t a ry exerc ise . Halaku i s r e -
ported to have said "He (Balban) goes out apparently to 
hunt but r e a l l y to eA^rcise his men and horses* so 
t h a t they may not be wanting when times of danger and 
war a r r i v e . " W.F, Paterson in h is a r t i c l e , "The Arch-
ers of Islam" mentions about turusiyya exerc ises , name-
ly aiqa.1 and qabaq. In qiqal the t a rge t wa& j jas ical ly 
a mound of ear th , or something s imi lar , on the ground 
a t which the archer shot as he went by at fu l l ga l lop . 
The other form of shooting was qabaq where a goord was 
hois ted to the top of a mast and served as a t a rge t a t 
2 
vjhich the archer shot as he rode beneath i t , " 
The so ld ie rs also knew how to make bow and 
arrows. This s k i l l was taught to them so tha t they may 
3 
u t i l i z e t h i s technique at times of emergency. Similar-
4 ly the horsemen knew how to repa i r the saddles, e t c . 
X. iiiliiot & Dowson, Vol. l i l , p . 103. 
2. Journal of the Economic and Social History 
of the Orient, Vol. IX., Part 1-11, Nov. 1966, 
p . 84. 
3 . AddD u l Hart) iViS, ^ j , l u y a . 
4. I b i d . , p . 142a, 
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CHAPTER I I 
ARMY ORGANIZATION - OFFICERS, SALARIES 
POWER & POSITION 
The army of t h e Turks was o r g a n i z e d 
p r i m a r i l y on t h e dec ima l s y s t e m , r h e o f f i c e r s d e s i g -
n a t e were Khans, M a l i k s , Amirs , S i p a h ~ S a l a r s and 
S a r k h a y l s . Bughra K h a n ' s a d v i c e t o Kaiqubad p r o -
v i d e s c l u e t o u n d e r t a k i n g t h e sys tem of m i l i t a r y g r a -
d a t i o n . A S a r k h a y l had t e n h o r s e n e n \ander him, a 
S i p ah S a l a r commanded t e n Sarkhav3s# an Amir was i n 
c h a r g e of t e n S ipah S a l a r , a M a l ik had t o command t e n 
2 
Amirs and a Khan had t e n M a l i k s . T h i s was t h e r e q u i -
s i t e number, which each of t h e s e o f f i c e r s o u g h t t o h a v e 
u n d e r h im. But such a sys tem was o n l y a d h e r e a t o when 
t h e r u l e r was s t r i c t enough and t h e M u s t e r - M a s t e r d i d 
See 
not allow any foul play. S t r i c t watch was kept tOj_that 
1. Tarikh-i Firoz Shahi, p . 83, 
2» I b i d . , p , 145; Al-Qalqashandi, Subh ul Asha, 
English t r ans la t ion by Otto Spies, p . 67. I t 
gives the mi l i t a ry gradation during the reign 
of inuharamad Tughluq in which the Khan had ten 
thousand horsemen, the Malik one thousand,the 
Amir one hundred and the SipaJi Salar l e s s than 
hundred. The same gradation was also prevalent 
during the t h i r t e en th century. Ahmed Aziz, 
P o l i t i c a l l i istory and I n s t i t u t i o n s of the Early 
I'urkish Empire of Delhi (1206-1290 AD), Lahore, 
1949, p , 35t), Hereafter c i t ed as Ahmed Aziz, 
. . . 2 b 
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each off icer had the r e q u i s i t e n\amber of troops with 
him at the time of review. The gradation seems to 
have undergone some changes. Ibn B a t t u t a ' s descr ip-
t ion of the army contingent of Malik Khattab, the 
off icer incharge of the Rapri Unit shows tha t a Malik 
1 
was required to maintain one thousand sawars. 
There was a cent ra l army s ta t ioned at Delhi 
ca l l ed the Hashm-i Qalb and Hashm-i Atraf s ta t ioned at 
2 the provinces. 
The Hashm-i Atraf was under the command of the 
muqti and there was an ar iz to a s s i s t him in matters of 
review/ recruitment and payment e t c . The th i r t een th 
century sources, however, re fer to the governors of the 
la rge t e r r i t o r i a l un i t s as wall and not muqti. The 
3 Ariz was represented in the cent re by h is na ib . The 
provincia l ar iz had to submit h i s repor t s to the head-
4 quarter a t Delhi, The Muqti r ec ru i t ed the troops as 
1^ Ibn Battuta, Rehia/ English t r ans l a t ion by 
A. Mahdi Husain, Baroda 1976, p . 162, 
2» Minhaj, p, 444. 
3, TariJch-i J?'iro2 Shahi, p . 116, 
4. Ibid^, p . 116; Uureishi, I .H. , p . 199, 
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he "en joyed c o n s i d e r a b l e freedom of a c t i o n i n t h e m a t t e r 
of t i g n t i n g again£<t t h e Mindus and a l s o a g a i n s t f o r e i g n 
i n v a d e r s , Balban had a d v i s e d Bughra Khan who h e l d t h e 
p r o v i n c e of Samana and Sunarn t o i n c r e a s e t h e number of 
2 
t h e p r o v i n c i a l t r o o p s and r a i s e t h e i r p a y . The p r o -
v i n c i a l a r m i e s a lways combined t o g e t h e r when o r d e r e d t o 
h e l p each o t h e r , Ba lban o n c e s e n t Bughra Khan from 
Samana/ m a r t y r P r i n c e from Mul tan and M a l ik Barbak 
3 
B a k t a r s from D e l h i t o check t h e Mongols , A p a r t from 
t h e s e two main d i v i s i o n of t h e army; t r o o p s were a l s o 
g a r r i s o n e d i n f o r t s and p l a c e d u n d e r t h e command of 
K o t w a l . Balban had g a r r i s o n e d on h i s own w i l l i m p o r t -
a n t g a r r i s o n s w i t h Afghan s o l d i e r s i n G o p a l g i r , Kampil / 
4 
P a t i a l i / Bhojpur and J a l a l i . T h e i r d u t y was t o de fend 
t h e a d j o i n i n g a r e a s and h e l p t h e p r o v i n c i a l g o v e r n o r s 
a t t h e t i m e o t n e e d . 
l . H a b i b u l l a h , A.B.M,, The Fovindation of Muslim 
R u l e i n I n d i a » A l l a h a b a d / second r e v i s e d ed , 
1961/ p . 255 . H e r e a f t e r c i t e d a s H a b i o u l l a h / 
A.B,M. 
DAY/ U,N. / The Government of t h e S u l t a n a t e / 
New D e l h i 1972/ p p . 1 4 2 - 4 3 . 
2 . T a r i k h - i F i r o z S h a h i / p . 8 0 , 
3 . I b i d , / p p . 5 7 - 5 8 ; E l l i o t & Dowson/ Vol . I l l / 
p . 112; Day/ U.N./ p . 1 4 3 . 
4 . T a r i k h - i F j r o z S h a h i / p p . 5 7 - 5 b ; E l l i o t & 
Dowson/ Vo l . I l l / p . 105 . 
(27) 
We must now move i n t o t h e study of t h e d u t i e s 
and func t ions of t h e Army Department in the c e n t r e , t h e 
d u t i e s and func t ions of t h e m i l i t a r y o f f i c e r s and 
t h e i r mode of payment. 
The Diwan~i Ariz or t h e M i l i t a r y Department 
was vinder t h e A r i z - l Mxjmalik. His d u t i e s were ex ten -
s i v e / which ranged from r e c r u i t m e n t of s o l d i e r s , r e -
view of t roopS/ ma in ta in ing army d i s c i p l i n e , h u l l a of 
t h e t roops and payment, e t c . He he ld the review once 
2 a year along with t h e King and t h e commander of t h e 
army. The c a n d i d a t e s d i sp l ayed t h e i r s k i l l and p r o -
3 
vress in h i s p re sence and were p u t on r o l l . A review 
was a l so he ld on t h e eve of t h e b a t t l e . 
For t h e c a v a l r y , both the r i d e r and h i s ho r se 
with arms and equipment, s add le , d r e s s and weapons 
4 
were checked. The Ariz was very s t r i c t in h i s m s -
1. T a r i k h - i Fjroz Shahi , p . 61 ; Minhaj, p . 146, 
2. T a r i k h - i F i roz Shahi , p . 326; Minhaj, p . 146< 
3 . T a r i k h - i F i roz Shahi , p . 102. 
4 . Adab u l Harb, p . 276. 
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pect ion . The so ld ie rs came with mounts and weapons as 
recorded. Neither the recorded mount nor the weapons 
were allowed to be subs t i tu ted by in fe r io r ones. 
In the case of foot-soldier^ h is physical 
f i t ne s s , dress and weapons were checked. Each s o l d i e r ' s 
name and descr ip t ive r o l l was properly recorded. 
The duty of the Ariz was also to see t ha t the 
army i s contended/ the commanders and so ld ie rs were en-
2 
couraged with promotions and rewards. But i t depended 
on the ru le r whether he had bestowed these powers of 
promotion to him or no t . Many a times the v iz ie r had 
t h i s p r i v i l e g e . 
At the times of war the Ariz accompanied 
4 
the army or sent h is naib to c o l l e c t the s p o i l s . Amir 
Khusro's maternal grandfather was given the post of 
Ariz- i Mumaiik under Sultan Balban and held the t i t l e 
1. Adab ul Harb, p , 276. 
2. Ibid., p, 277; Cureishi, I.H,, p, 137; 
Hablbullah, A.B.M., p. 238, 
3. Ahmed Aziz, p, 353, 
4. Tarikh-i Firoz Shahi, p , 326, 
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of Rawat-l Arz^ as he descended from the Hindu cas te 
Rawat. Isami mentions tha t during the reign of Sultan 
I l tu tmish , the for t of Gwalior was given in charge of a 
2 rawat- i arz, with a squadron of warr iors . Hence we may 
assxaine tha t i t was not necessar i ly the rawat cas te which 
i n i t i a t e d the name Rawat~i Arz, but i t was a subs t i t u t e 
t i t l e for a na ib - i a r i z . 
In the Ministry of War, there were separate 
departments under d i f ferent o f f i c e r s . The Amir~i Akhur 
was in charge of royal horse s t ab le , the shahna-i Pi l 
was in charge of elephants* s t ab le , the Shahna~i nafar 
was the keeper of the camels' s t ab le and Sar- i Silahdar 
was an o f f i ce r in charge of armoury. Among the above 
mentioned o f f i ce r s , the Airiir-i Akhur occupied the high-
es t pos i t ion . I t was a very p res t ig ious post and was 
3 
"only conferred upon dis t inguished persons ." An Amir-
i Akhur was an i n f luen t i a l person and had few follovdngs. 
Qutub~ud-Din Aibak held the post of Amir-i Akhur under 
4 Sultan Muhammad Ghuri. 
1* Tarikh-1 Firoz Shahi, pp^ 24, 153« 
2. Futuh-us Sala t in , iiJngiish trcinslat ion. 
Vol. I , p . 235. 
3. Tabaqat-i Nas i r i , English Tra»6l€^tioa« ?•• 642i« 
4. I b id . , p . 514. 
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When t h e Abyssanian s l a v e Malik Jaraal-ud-Din 
Yaqut was promoted to t h e p o s t of Amir-i Akhur by 
Razia» I t b rought d iscontentment among t h e n o b l e s . 
The pe r sona l a t t endance of Yaqut upon Sul tan Razia was 
no t favoured. 
The Amir-i Akhur was a s s i s t e d by a na ib 
c a l l e d Naib Amlr>.i Akhur, We f i nd in t h e Tabaga t - i 
N a s i r i t h a t Malik Badr-ud-Din Synkar was f i r s t appo in t -
2 
ed Naib Amir-i Akhur and then promoted as Amir~i Akhur, 
The Amir-i Ha.jib or Lord Chamberlain, was 
one of t h e h i g h e s t o f f i c e r of t h e roya l household and 
enjoyed g r e a t power and i n f l u e n c e . The Amir-i Hal ib 
was a lso known by t h e names of Mal ik-ul Hi>i jab and 
3 S h a r i t - u l HUljab, His m i l i t a r y d u t i e s can be c i t e d 
through few r e f e r e n c e s given belov/. 
(a) During t h e r e ign of Sul tan I l t u t m i s h 
Malik Izz-ud-Din Muhammad-i S a l a r i was t h e Amir-i Hajib 
and while f i g h t i n g a g a i n s t Nasi r -ud-Din QubQcha^ he was 
Eng.Tr. 
1, Tabaqa t - i N a s i r i , / p . 642. 
2, I b i Q , , Vox, I I , p , 752, 
3 , Minhaj, p . 294; T a r i k h - i ^ i r o z Shahi , 
p p . b27-28. 
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tne head of h is t roops , 
(b) Ghiyas-ud-Din Baiuun was the Amlr-1 Hajlp 
under Sultan Mahmud and he was nominated to the head 
of the army to ravage the Jud h i l l s and Jhilam, and 
2 
the Khokhars. 
The Amir-i Hajib was ass i s ted by a number 
of ha j ibs . His personal a t tache was cal led Khas 
Hajib,^ 
4 The Sar~i Jandar ' s dut ies were exclusively 
m i l i t a r y . He was the head of the King's x>udyguards 
ca l led I'andars/ who formed one in t eg ra l pa r t of h is 
5 
r e t i n u e . This was a very p res t ig ious post and those 
c lose to the Sultan were given the appointment as 
Sar~i Jandar. Fakhr-i Mudabbir says tha t Jandars were 
so ld ie rs who gaurded the King's person. Muhammad 
Qig«Tr* 
1. Tabaqat-i Nas i r i / ^p . 61J, 
»^ I b i d . , p . 678. 
3. Habibuliah, A.B.M., p. 241. 
4. Raverty, H.G. translates it as chief armour 
bearer. 
5. Habibuliah, A.E.M., p. 242. 
6» Adab ul Harb, MS., p. ii5a. 
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Ghuri was the Sar-1 Jandar of h is brother Sultan 
Ghiyas-ud-Din, and the t e r r i t o r i e s of I s t i a n and Ka-
1 juran were entrusted to h i s ohaxge. 
Akram Makhaoome describes the Sar~i Jandar ' s 
mi l i t a ry duty s t a t ing tha t he "was the commander of 
the body-guards, and the Sar- i Jandars of the r i g h t 
and l e f t commanded the troops belonging to the royal 
body guards in the i r respect ive d iv is ions in the 
2 
camp", S.A, Rahman s imi lar ly describes tha t "In the 
centre* the King nao. a apecial contingent of horsonen 
ca l led Khasa-i Khail which was under Sar~i Jandar. 
The Khasa~i Khail was posted on the r i g h t and l e f t 
wings of the cen t re , so the commanders of the wings 
were ca l led Sar- i Jandar~i Maimna and Sar-1 Jandar- i 
Maisra, " 
A Sar-i Jdnaar also had administrat ive dut ies 
as wel l . Balban had appointed Malik Sunj Sarjandar 
Eag*Tr* 
1. Tabaqat-i N a s i r i ^ p . 370. 
2. Islamic Culture, Vol. XI, No. 4, Oct. 1937, 
p. 464, 
3. Rahman, S.A.,'Conduct of Strategy and Tactics 
or war during the Muslim Kule in India', 
Islamic Culture, Vol. XX, No. 2, April 1946, 
p. 156. 
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1 
as the Nalb of Samana and the commander of i t s forces . 
Similarly when Jalal-ud-Din was Sar- i Jandar tinder 
BalJsan he held the t e r r i t o r y of Kaithal and tne aeputy-
2 
ship of Samana, 
The Amir-i Shikar or the ehief Huntsman, He 
too belonged to those categor ies of o f f i c i a l s connected 
with the Royal Household, The posi t ion of the Amir-i 
Shikar i s higher than tha t of the Sar- i Jandar, l i tutraish 
was promoted from Sar-i Jandar to few other posts ana 
3 
then made Amir-i Shikar. 
Organization: 
The King was the commander-in-chief of the army, 
4 and led the army in the b a t t l e . Prom the time of the 
uhaznavids t i x l the I'liuurids, there was no such ru le r 
who did not take pa r t in the b a t t l e , ^ e King, however, 
had the r igh t to appoint a commander ca l led Sar-i Lash-
kar to ieaa the army tor any expedit ion. 
1, E l l i o t & Dowson, Vol, I i l , p , 115, 
2, I b id . , p , 143, 
3, Tabaqat-i Nas i r i , English t r ans l a t i on , 
pp, 603-4, 
4, Amir Khusrau, Khazain-ul Futuh, ed, S. Moinul 
Haq, Aligarh, 1927, p . 79. Hereafter c i t ed as 
Khazain ul .-futun. 
5, I b i d , , p . 70. 
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The c l a s s i f i c a t i on of the mi l i ta ry of f icers 
underwent a change from the time of the Gnaznavids t i l l 
the Delhi Sul tans . The Ghurids adopted the t i t l e of 
Amxr .,0 aenote the highest mi l i t a ry name* e .g . Amir 
Faulad/ Amir Suri , Amir Banji e t c . but l a t e r on s e t t l e d 
for the t i t l e of Malik. •'• 
During the reign of Sultan Muhammad Ghuri, 
the itoirs and Maliks were the highest mi l i t a ry o f f i ce r s , 
with the Miir being a b i t i n fe r io r in the hierarchy. 
The t i t l e of Malik remained the highest name t i l l the 
days of I l tu tmish . The t i t l e holders of Malik, l i k e 
Malik Qutu-ud-Din Aibak, Malik Nasir-ud-Din Qubacha, 
Malik Taj-ud-Din Yalduz and even I l tu tmish , l a t e r became 
independent Sul tans . Sultan Razia had bestowed addi-
t ional t i t l e s l i k e Malik Kabir to Ikhtiyar-ud-Din Aite-
kin, and Malik-ul Umara to Zia-ud-Din Junaid. '^tlls 
This was to s ingle out a favouri te Malik or Amir. 
1. Rahman, S.A., Hindustan Ke Ahd-i Wasta Ka 
Faui'i I^iaam, Azaragarh 1960, p . 13. Hereafter 
c i t ed as Kahman, S.A, 
2. I b i d . , p . I J . 
3. Tabagat-i Nas i r i , English t r ans l a t i on , 
p . 642. 
^' ^^ id . , p . 644. 
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Later on t h e des igna t ion of Khan occupied 
t h e h i g h e s t m i l i t a r y rank and here too a d j e c t i v e s were 
added to t h e t i t l e of Khan l i k e Ulugh, Kutlugh, e t c . 
We thus had g r e a t m i l i t a r y g e n e r a l s l i k e Ulugh Khan 
t i a t e r Sul tan Balban) and Kutlugh Khan (Malik Sa i f -ud -
D i n ) . ^ 
The d e s i g n a t i o n of Sipah Sa la r too underwent 
a change. During t h e Ghaznavids, a f t e r the Ar iz , t h e 
nex t m i l i t a r y commander v/as the Sipah S a l a r . He a l so 
he ld t h e a d m i n i s t r a t i v e charge of a p r o v i n c e . Under 
Sul tan Mahmud of (jha^^ni/ t h e p rov ince of Khorasan was 
i n command of h i s b r o t h e r Nas i r and af te rwards Yusuf 
took cha rge . For t h e o t h e r p r o v i n c e s , t h e r e were Turk 
2 
S i p a h - S a l a r s . The Sipah Sa la r under t h e Ghorids 
occupied a high rank and was t h e l e ade r of t h e vanguard. 
Qut\ib-ud-Din Aibak along with Sipah oa i a r Izz-ud-Din 
Husain/ son of Kharmil, were t h e l e a d e r s of t h e van of 
3 
t h e army t h a t went a g a i n s t Rae o t Benaras , J a i Chand. 
C i v i l d u t i e s were a l so given to t h e Sipah S a l a r s . 
The Sipah S a l a r , A l i - i Kar-makh, was tne waii (governor) 
1. Minhaj, p . Ib7 . 
2 . Rahman, S.A., pp . 10-11 . 
3 . Minhaj p . 140, Engl ish t r a n s l a t i o n , p . 5 1 6 . 
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1 
of Multan, s i m i l a r l y Amir A l i - i I s m a i l i , t h e Sipah 
2 Sa la r was a l so Amir-i Dad of t h e c a p i t a l c i t y of De lh i . 
if'axiir-i nudabbir informs us of o t h e r m i l i t a r y o f f i c e r s 
l i k e Ar i t commanding 10, 30 or 40 s o l d i e r s , a k h a l i f a h 
o r Amir-i Panjah commanding 50, a nagib having 100, a 
sarhang in charge of 500 and he s tood a t t h e c e n t r e vdth 
t h e King or t h e commander-in-cnie±, vAc^arabeq was a l so 
a high m i l i t a r y o f f i c e r who was in each main d i v i s i o n of 
4 
an army, Barani mentions t h e name of Ssihm a t hashm 
and z a h i r a l juyush as o the r m i l i t a r y o f f i c e r s . Under 
t h e Delhi Su l t ans we f ind t h e names of 'I 'alaya, Muqaddaro 
6 7 
Pesh, Yazak as scou t s or advance guard who went 
ahead of t h e main army t o spy on t h e enemy and b r i n g i n -
fo rma t ions . They even took p a r t i n s k i r m i s h e s . 
1. Minhaj, p . 146. 
2. I b i d . , p . 170. 
J . Adab u l Harb MS., pp . 144b, 194-96; T a r i k h - i 
F i roz Shahi , p . 376. 
4 . Khazain-ul Futuh, p . 96 . 
5. T a r i k h - i F i roz Shahi , p . 62. 
6 . Minhaj, pp . 122, 228. 
7 . I b i d . , pp . 122, 311; T a r i k h - i F i roz Shahi , 
pp . 90, 420s I sami , Futuh-us S a l a t i n , ed. 
A.M. Husain, Agra 1938, pp . 422, 457, Here-
a f t e r c i t e d as I sami , 
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When Balban e n t e r e d L a k h n a u t l t h e s c o u t s o r 
t l l l y a were f o r t y i n niomber and s a r i y y a h o r advance 
1 
g u a r d were f o u r h\andred. 
A Kotwal was a v e r y i m p o r t a n t o f f i c i a l . He 
had t h e a d m i x i i s t r a t i v e r e s p o n s i o i i i t y of t h e t o r t and 
t h e a r e a a d j o i n i n g i t . The k e y s of t h e f o r t was w i t h 
t h e Ko twa l , T h e r e was a s e p a r a t e Kotwal f o r t h e 
c a p i t a l and a t t i m e s a c t e d a s a Regen t i n t h e a b s e n c e 
of t h e K i n g . Ma l ik F a k h r - u d ~ u i n was t h e Kotwal of 
D e l h i and a c t e d a s r e g e n t d u r i n g S u l t a n B a l b a n ' s a b -
2 
s e n c e from t h e c a p i t a l . 
PAYMENT: 
S u l t a n Mahmud p a i d t h e s a l a r y of h i s s o l d i e r s 
i n c a s n a s t h e r e no r e f e r e n c e of l a n o g r a n t b e i n g 
g i v e n t o any o f f i c i a l o r s o l d i e r . The Hindu s o l d i e r s 
3 
must have j o i n e d h i s array b e c a u s e of c a s h paymen t . 
Dur ing t h e T u r k i s h r u l e i n I n d i a , we f i n d 
d i f f e r e n t modes of paymen t . Land g r a n t s and c a s h pay-
1. I s l a m i c C u l t u r e , Vo l . XI , i^o. 4 , O c t . 1937, 
p . 4 6 5 , 
2 . E l l i o t & Dowson, Vol , I I I , p . 115 . 
3 . Rahman, S .A. , p . 1 9 1 , 
, • , 38 
(38) 
payment, bo tn were i n vogue. Su l tan Balban on enquiry-
found out t h a t "two thousand horsemen of t h e army of 
Shams-ud-Din had r ece ived v i l l a g e s i n the Doab by way 
of p a y . " His s t e p s to abo l i sh t h e s e g r a n t s suggest 
t h a t he pa id t h e s o l d i e r s i n c a s h . Land assignment 
were gxven to high m i l i t a r y o f f i c e r s and those s t a t i o n -
ed a t t o r t s . The s o l d i e r s s t a t i o n e d a t Gopalg i r , 
2 
Kampil, Patiali/ Bhojpur and Jalali drew "their sus~ 
3 
tenance from the lands which they were to cultivate. 
Those soldiers at the provinces were paid 
in cash as is evident from Balban's advice to Bughra 
4 
Khan instructing him to raise the pay of the troops. 
Apart from this fixed salary either cash or land grants, 
the soldiers also received their share of spoils after 
5 
the battle. 
The A r i z - i I'iumalik r e c e i v e d h i s pay in a s s i g n -
ments . Malik Tuzaki, t h e Diwan-i Arz had t h e f i e t of 
1. E l l i o t & Dowson, Vol. I l l , p . 107. 
2. T a r i k h - i J?'iroz Shahi , pp . 57-58. 
3 . Habibul lah , A.B.M., p . 267. 
4 . Tar ikh-1 Fi roz Shahi , p . 80 . 
5 . I b i d . , p . 327. 
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B a . r a n as h i s i q t a . Imad~ul-Mulk who t o o was a 
A r l z - i Mumalik i s r e p o r t e d t o have g r a n t e d many v i l l a -
g e s f o r c h a r i t y o u t of h i s own i q t a , Ttets-peo-ving 
t h a t t h e above o f f i c e r was g r a n t e d i q t a a s h i s s a l a r y . 
The pay of S a r - i J a n d a r were e i t h e r i n c a s h o r l a n d 
g r a n t , ( a ) I i t u t i n i s h a p p o i n t e d M a l i k S a i ± - u d - D i n I b a k - i 
Uchchah a s S a r - i J a n d a r and g r a n t e d t h e sum of t h r e e 
l a c s l i t a l s t o r h i s m a i n t e n a n c e . (b) Ma l ik Bak Bak 
v;as t h e S a r - i J a n d a r d u r i n g t h e r e i g n of S u l t a n Balban 
and he h e l d a j a g i r of 4000 h o r s e and t h e f i e f of 
Badaun, '-^ 'he j a n d a r s were p a i d i n c a s h , Balban had 
employed S i s t a n i s o l d i e r s and p a i d them 6 0 , 0 0 0 - 7 0 , 0 0 0 
5 j i t a l s p e r y e a r . The Ami r - i H a l i b was a n o t h e r p a i d 
o f f i c e r who g o t l a n d g r a n t , Ulugh Khan a s A m i r - i Hai ' ib 
g o t t h e p r o v i n c e of Hansi i n f i e f . A f t e r him t h e n e x t 
A m i r - i Hai ' ib , P r i n c e Ruknuddin g o t t h e same p r o v i n c e . 
1, E l l i o t & Dowson, V o l . I l l , p , 128, 
2 . T a r i k h - i g j r o a S h a h i , p , 117, 
3 , M i n h a j , p . 237 , 
4 , E l l i o t & Dowson, Vol , I I I , p , 101. 
5 . T a r i k h - i F i r o z S h a h i , p . 30 . 
Eng* Tr« 
6 . T a b a q a t - 1 N a s x r l , ^ p p , 6 9 4 - 9 5 . 
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Raverty says t ha t "Hansi appears to have been the 
1 pecul iar appanage of the Amir~i Ha.ilb. 
The of f ice rs l i k e Khans/ Maliks/ Amirs and 
Sip ah Salars got t h e i r pay in cash and when entrusted 
with adminis t ra t ive dut ies in provinces they got land 
g ran t s . 
!• Tabagat-i Nas i r iyBt 593/ fn. 3; also see 
Banerjee* A.'C,')! 'Some Important Officers of 
the Sultanate of Delh i ' , Indian Culture/ 
1938(1)/ p . 77, 
. , , 4 1 
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CHAPTER I I I 
STRATEGY AND TACTICS — WEAPONS AND 
METHOD OF WAKJARE 
The e a r l y T u r k i s h S u l t a n s employed b a s i c a l l y 
t h o s e s t r a t e g i e s of war which were p r e v a l e n t i n C e n t r a l 
A s i a . An a c c o u n t of t h e i r m o b i l i t y , a r c h e r y and fo rma-
t i o n of t r o o p s i n b a t t l e a r r a y h a s been g i v e n i n t h e 
' I n t r o d u c t i o n ' of t h i s d i s s e r t a t i o n , I w i l l , however , 
go i n d e p t h w i t h r e g a r d t o t h e i r c h a r a c t e r i s t i c method 
of w a r f a r e a s d e p i c t e d i n Adab~ul Harb-wa S h u j a a t , 
Ta1 u l M a a s i r and Fu tuh u s S a l a t i n , e t c . 
F a k h r ~ i Mudabbir s t a t e s t h a t c a r e f u l p l a n n i n g 
was n e c e s s a r y b e f o r e g o i n g o u t f o r a campa ign . The 
S u l t a n a lways c o n s u l t e d t h e army c h i e f t a i n s i n t h e s e 
m a t t e r s . When I l t u t m i s h f e l t t h e t h r e a t of T a j - u d - D i n 
2 Y a l d u 2 , he siimmoned t h e army c h i e f t a i n s . L i k e v / i s e , 
S u l t a n N a s i r ~ u d - D i n c a l l e d upon h i s army c h i e f s 
Outub-ud- iJ in Hasan, Ulugh Khan, Sher Khan, i ^ah i ru l 
Mumalik and B a l b a n - i Zar f o r c o n s u l t a t i o n when t h e 
Mongols a t t a c K e d t h e S u l t a n a t e ' s f r o n t i e r . S u l t a n 
N a s i r - u d - D i n i s s a i d t o have a sked "What do you s u g g -
e s t i n r e g a r d t o r e p u l s i n g t h e Mongols? Your i n t e l l -
e c t i s t h e u l t i m a t e r e p o s i t o r y of wisdom. What method 
1* Adab u l Harb MS., p p . 205b, 206a . 
2 . I s a m i , v e r s e 2079. 
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must we pursue in t h i s matter ; What s t ra tegy must 
1 
we adopt against the Mongols."? 
The s t ra tegy to repulse the Mongol invasion 
was discussed and they resolved tha t "we should march 
the troops from here and check the advance of the 
Mongol army. We should l i e in ambush for the enesnies 
2 
and by means of ambush l e t us repulse the demons," 
The War Council takes a l l the r e spons ib i l i t y 
of terming the s t ra tegy of b a t t l e . All leading 
mi l i t a ry of f icers attended t h i s Council and a general 
ou t l ine of at tack or defence was discussed. Final 
review was held on the eve of the b a t t l e and i t was 
necessary to check the weapons, horses/ the f i t ness 
ot the warriors e t c . Each s o l d i e r ' s name and descr ip -
t ion was properly recorded. The cavalrymen were f i r s t 
examined, tolJLowed jjy the too t - so ld i e r s and auxi l ia ry 
3 
troops respec t ive ly . The numerical s t rength of the 
army was exaggerated to dishearten any enemy's spy i f 
p resen t . When a contingent v;as reviewed and marched 
off, some of i t s cavalry returned to join a fresh con-
1. Futuh-us Salatxn, English t r ans l a t i on , p.270. 
2. I b i d . , p . 271. 
3. Adab-ul Harb, pp. 276-77. 
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t lngen t . This procedure was repeated* which showed an 
1 
apparent increase in the force. Rewards and promotions 
2 
were promised so as to encourage the s o l d i e r s . The 
review a l l o t t e d the posi t ion of each d iv i s ion . F i r s t 
to pass the review was the Maysarah/ then the Qalb and 
Maimnah. The duty of the Nagib-i Lashkar was to see 
t h a t the troops presented thenselves in the same order 
on the day of b a t t l e . 
The bat t le-ground was chosen to su i t the 
Turkish warr iors , so t h a t they may adapt to t h e i r 
t r a d i t i o n a l mode of warfare. A spacious b a t t l e - f i e l d 
was chosen for the army to move about in ease during 
the f igh t . I t helped them in manoeuvring ef fec t ively 
and they kept enough dis tance trom the enemy, so t h a t 
during r e t r e a t i t vjould be d i f f i c u l t for the ; enemy 
to catch tnem. 
Next the condition of the ground was also 
taken in to account. Stony ground was avoided as i t 
1. Adab u l Harb , p . 278; I s l a m i c C u l t u r e , 
Vo l . XI , No. 4 , O c t . 1937, p . 4 6 8 . 
2 . Adab u l Harb, p . 277 . 
3. Ibid., p. 317; Islamic Culture, Vol, XI, 
No. 4, Oct. 1937, p. 481. 
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injured the foot of the horse. I t should not be swampy 
which wil l hinder the movement of the horse and t i r e i t 
quickly. I t was not to be dusty* because with the 
s t a r t of the bat t le# the dust ra i sed prevented c lear 
v i s i b i l i t y . The ideal bat t le-ground was those covered 
with small pebbles mixea witii mud which did not allow 
dust to be r a i s ed . 
The camp was safeguarded by digging trenches 
a l l around i t and precautions were taken against night 
a t t ack . The troops were divided in to tour sec t ions : 
one section of foot archers and swo-i»dsmen and lancers/ 
was appointed to guard the troops on the s ide from 
which the enemy's at tack i s feared. The right-wing trnd 
cent re remained in t he i r pos i t ions with no l i g h t s so 
t ha t the enemy i s vmable to see them. Fire v/as l ighted 
a t a place where there was no one* so tha t when the 
enemies entered the camp from t h a t side* they were 
sighted eas i ly and k i l l e d . The left-wing remained in 
i t s place* fully prepared to meet any eventua l i ty . The 
fourtn section of the so ld iers haa tne <^uty to disperse 
•, 3 
the a t tack . 
1. Adab ul Harb* p . 314. 
2. Ibid.* p . 299. 
3. Ibid.* p . 300. 
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Talaya or Muqaddama Palsh were sen t t o b r ing 
informat ion about tne enemy. They a l so were t r a i n e d 
s o l d i e r s and sometime took p a r t in sk i rmishes whi le 
on t h e i r m i s s i o n . Not only mugaddams bu t b a r i d s were 
employed to en t e r the enany camp in d i s g u i s e and ga-
t h e r necessa ry in to rmat ion about the s t r e n g t h and 
c o n d i t i o n s of t h e enemy camp. 
The army was d iv ided thus - The Muqaddamah 
or vilnguard, Maimna or the Right-Wing;Mai_cr_a i . e . t h e 
Left-Wingj Qalb; t h e c e n t r e and Khalf^ t h e Kear, Each • 
of t h e s e d i v i s i o n was p laced under d i f f e r e n t commanders. 
The commander of t h e vanguard was c a l l e d S a r - i Lashkar-
i Muqaddamah^ of t h e Right-Wing was c a l l e d S a r - i 
Fau1-i Maimna and t h a t of t h e Left-Wing was known as 
2 S a r - i j ' au1- i Mais ra . The Cent re or t h e Qalb v/as usually 
commanded by the King, who had t h e b e s t c o n t i n g e n t s of 
3 jandars and e j^ert archers. The landars were known as 
Khas-i Khail and they were p o s i t i o n e d a t t h e r i g h t ana 
l e f t of t h e c e n t r e / under the commanuers c a l l e d S a r - i 
1. Minhaj/ p . 120. 
2. Isami/ p . 250; T a r l k h - i F i roz Shahi^ p . 89, 
J . T a r i k h - i J i r o z Shani , p . 26. 
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1 J a n d a r - i Maimna and S a r - i J a n d a r - l Maisra . S imi l a r l y 
boy s i eves were vmder t h e superv i s ion of Amir-i Ghilman-
2 
i Maimna and Amir-i Ghilman-i Maisra , 
When t h e t roops were ar ranged in t h e b a t t l e 
o r d e r , commands were communicated to the subo rd ina t e s 
3 v;ith t h e help of t l a g s i g n a l s , drum b e a t i n g , e t c , 
Fakhr - i Mudabbir s t a t e s t h a t a b a t t l e should 
commence in t h e a t t e rnoon , b e c a u s e , i f t n e enemy proves 
4 
s t r o n g e r , escape might be p o s s i b l e dur ing t h e n i g h t . 
The Delhi Su l t ans r a r e l y followed t h i s adv i ce . 
Sul tan Muhammad G h u r i ' s b a t t l e a g a i n s t Rae P i t h o r a 
s t a r t e d r i g h t in t h e morning and i t caught t h e enemy un-
5 
aware, by t h i s rega ined t h e i n i t i a t i v e r e q u i r e d t o win 
t h e b a t t l e . 
1. I s l a n i c Cu l tu r e , Vol. XX, No. 2, Apr i l 1945, 
p . 156. 
2. T a r i k h - i ij'iroz Shahi , p . 30. 
3 . Adab u l Harb MS., p . 159. 
4 . Adab ul Harb, p . 315. 
5. Comprehensive HisT:orv of I n d i a , vol , V, 
p . 164; Sarkar , J , N , , p , 35; Tabaqat - i N a s i r i , 
rJnglish t r a n s l a t i o n , p , 468, 
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A b a t t l e commenced with t h e vanguard making 
1 
the f i r s t move* then the Right-Wing came i n t o t h e 
at tacK/ the Cent re then followed and the Left-wing 
2 
moved on i t s own c o u r s e . I f t h e army was l a r g e a 
r e s e r v e c o n t i n g e n t of tew thousand was spared . They 
occupied an e l e v a t e d place* and i f they saw the enemy 
coming from o u t s i d e t o make a sudden a t t a c k on a 
p a r t i c u l a r wing of t h e i r own army; they p reven ted i t 
3 
by fac ing and a t t a c k i n g t hen . 
In t h e second b a t t l e of Ta ra in , Muhammad 
Ghuri adpp-ted t h e t a c t i c s of h a r a s s i n g the en«ny 
from a l l s i d e s with t h e i r arrows so as to d i s o r g a n i z e 
4 
t h e enemy and wi th h i s r e s e r v e fo rce of 12,000/ 
mounted a r c h e r s t h e f i n a l blow was given v/hich decided 
t h e f a t e of t h e b a t t l e . 
1. I s l amic Culture^ Vol. XXI, No. 1, J an . 1947, 
p . 8 . 
2* Adab u l Harb, p . 3J4; I s l amic C u l t u r e , Vol.XI, 
No. 4, Oct . 1937, p . 483. 
3 . Adab u l Harb, p . 334. 
4 . Sarkar , J . N . , p . 36. 
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In case of defeat the fleeing array adopted 
many s t r a t e g i e s . They threw at the pursuers ca l t rops 
to wound tne horses and delay t h e i r approach, i f 
necess i ty arose even gold, c lo thes , vessels , saddles, 
e t c . were thrown away. The enemy kept busy in 
gathering these spoi ls and allowed the army to escape. 
I t the f leeing army suddenly turned back and attacked 
the v ic tor ious army, the l a t t e r was often deteated. 
This was oae of the common Turkish way of war,Muhammad 
Ghuri had gained victory over Rae Pithora by adopting 
2 t h i s very t a c t i c s . 
The f leeing army in course of t h e i r r e t r e a t 
was dangerous as they turned in t h e i r saddle and shot 
accurately a t the enemy. 
Another method adopted by the Delhi Sultans 
was the surpr ise a t tack . If the enemy was large in 
number, i t was simultaneously attacked from two or 
th ree sides to unnerve them. The best time to at tack 
in summer was the afternoon and during winter, early 
in the morning, when the enemy's troop was asleep ana 
1, Adab-ui Harb, MS., pp. 154b, 155. 
2. winhaj, p . 120; English t r ans l a t i on , pp. 
466-68. Islamic Culture, Vol. XX, Ko. 2, 
April 1946, p . 15b, 
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1 the pa t ro l l ing neglected, 
•i'ughril Beg was a prey to such a t a c t x c s . 
During the course of h is rebe l l ion against Sultan Balban, 
he had camped h is troops near Jajnagar, A reconnoitr ing 
party of Sultan Balban under able warriors l i k e Muhaminad 
Sher-AndaZ/ walik I'lukadir and Aii ( l a t e r Tughril-Kush) 
sighted h i s camp. They rushed a t h i s camp and created 
chaos a l l over, Tughril was caught unaware and was 
k i l l e d , 'xhus one of the serious rebel l ion during Sultan 
Balban ended not by a decis ive b a t t l e but by an ambush 
a t tack , 
Kanrxln or ambuscade at tack was very c lever ly 
used by Ulugh Khan against the Mongols. Isami mentions 
t ha t in the year 656H. i , e , 1258 A,D, the Mongols were 
defeated by the troops of Ulugh Khan by an ambush 
a t tack, 
"when the chief ta ins led troops according 
to the King's order against the i n f i d e l s , they marched 
1, Adab~ul riarb, pp. 304-5, 
2, Futuh-us Salat in English t r an s l a t i on , Vol.J-x, 
p . 297; E l l i o t & Dowson, Vol, I I I , pp. 117-118, 
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s t r a i g h t beyond t h e c o n f i n e s of Hindustein , and l a y i n 
ambush i n t h e I n d u s V a l l e y " , Having r a i d e d 
t h e t e r r i t o r i e s of H i n d u s t a n a l l o t ttieia soon a r r i v e d 
i n I n d u s V a l l e y w i t h t h e i r h o r s e s l a d e n w i t h heavy 
b o o t y . Someone had p l a c e d h i s c a p t i v e s on h i s h o r s e 
and c a r e l e s s l y tnrown t h e war e q u i p m e n t s on t h e s a d d l e . 
Ano the r h a v i n g f r e e d h i m s e l f from t h e w o r r i e s of war 
had l o a d e d h i s h o r s e w i t h heavy b o o t y t o such an e x -
t e n t t h a t h i s h o r s e c o u l d h a r d l y move f r e e l y and 
s t u m b l e d t e n t i m e s i n t h e way. I n t h i s manner* when 
t h e a c c u r s e d h e r d s a r r i v e d s u d d e n l y i n t h e d a n g e r zone* 
t h e r o y a l army s p r a n g from t h e ambush from e v e r y s i d e . 
They t e l l upon them s w i f t l y and s p e a r e d t h e i r b o d i e s , " 
WEAPONS USED! 
Hasan Nizami and F a k h r - i Mudabbir have g i v e n 
e x p l i c i t a c c o u n t s on weapons . Each weapon had a d l f e r -
e n t r o l e t o p l a y , b u t t h e r e s u l t a n t b e i n g t h e d e a t h of 
t h e enemy. i h e r e were weapons , which were u s e d from a 
d i s t a n c e , l i k e bow and a r r o w s ; when t h e s o l d i e r s c l o s e d 
i n £)Ut were tew y a r d s away K h i s t ( j a v e l i n o r d a r t ) n i z a 
( s h o r t s p e a r ) and S h i r a e t c were u s e d . When t h e y came 
f a c e t o f a c e , b a t t l e - a x e , mace, swora , l a n c e , d a g g e r . 
1 . ^ u t u h - u s S a l a t i n , K n g . t r . , p . 272 . 
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e tc were enployed. We must t h e r e f o r e go in d e t a i l s 
t o see t h e use of t h e weapons and t h e t echn ique i n -
volved t h a t gave t n e war r io r h i s p r e y . 
The ch ie f weapons of t h e horsemen were 
Khadang (bow and arrows) sword* mace, spear and 
nachakh. 
The bow and arrow was t h e main o f f e n s i v e 
weapon and t h e Turks were very accu ra t e s h o o t e r s . 
There were va r ious kinds of arrows and each was p r e s -
c r i b e d ror e f f e c t i v e use on d i f f e r e n t o c c a s i o n s , F i s h -
ed-backed or round arrows could e a s i l y pass txirough a 
c o a t of mail or a b r e a s t p l a t e . Some were many headed 
and poisoned and was d i f f i c u l t t o e x t r i c a t e i t s p o i n t 
2 
from the body. Arrows made from seasoned reed t r a v e l s 
f a s t / s t r a i g h t and i n f l i c t s a f a t a lv jound , i f i t s p o i n t 
3 
i s shcxp and of s t e e l . The names of arrows as found 
A 
in Ta1-ul Maasir a re nawak and p a r t a b . ' 
1. £Hife«h-«6 ssiafeiH fiHg.Se., p . a?S, 
1. Adab-ul Harb/ p . 241. 
2. I b i d . , pp . 242-43. 
3 . I b i d . / p . 244. 
4 . Nizami/ K.A., On His tory and H i s t o r i a n s of 
inedieval India* New Delhi 1983/ p . 66 . L i s t 
of weapons are giveai on the b a s i s of Ta j -u l 
Maathi r , h e r e a f t e r c i t e d as On His tory and 
H i s t o r i a n s . 
• « * ^ £• 
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There were va r ious types of bow, for example 
Chachi/ Khwarlzmi, Parwanchi/ Ghaznichi^ Lahor l / 
Karori and Indian e t c . The Chachi bow was very corranon-
1 ly used by the Cen t r a l Asian a r c n e r s , 
JPaterson d e s c r i b e s a IDOM as "a s imple 
machine for s t o r i n g energy by t h e ac t ion of the^* in 
drawing t h e s t r i n g . When he l oose s t h e s t r i n g i t i s 
t r a n s f e r r e d in t h e form of k i n e t i c energy to t h e 
II2 
arrow. 
The sword was one of t h e most impor tan t 
weapons for hand t o hand f i g h t . They a re a l so of d i f -
f e r e n t v a r i e t i e s , depending on t h e p l a c e of i t s o r i g i n 
l i k e Russian/ Chinese, K h i z r i , Roman, F i r a n q i , Yamini, 
Suldimani/ Shahi , Alai Kashmiri and Ind i an , The b e s t 
3 
among them being t h e Indian sword c a l l e d xMaul-i Darya, 
I t was sharp , s t rong and sh iny . The Khurasani and 
I r a q i swords were not sharp bu t they d id no t break 
e a s i l y . 
1, Adab-ul Karb, p . 243, 
2, W,F. Pa te r son , Archers of Is lam, Journa l of 
Economic and Socia l His tory of t h e O r i e n t , 
Vol, IX, Pa r t i - i i , Nov, 1966, Leiden, pp , 
77-78, 
3 . Adab-ul Harb, p . 258. 
4 . I b i d . , p . 259. 
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A Deshnah or scimitar was a short and curve 
1 
sword, broadest at the point end, Qalachuri was a 
long and curved sword, and was a favouri te with the 
Turks. I t s curve caused a very deep wovmd. I t was 
also subst i tu ted for a lance, if the l a t t e r broke. 
Mace was another offensive weapon which had 
names l i k e Gurz, Kopal, Dabus or Amud and Tabar. I t 
was a heavy weapon and the d i f t e ren t names given to 
i t was due to s l i g h t difference at t he i r s t r uc tu r e . 
The Gurz was a b a t t l e axe, Kopal was a ponderous 
c lub, Dabus was an iron-headed mace and Tabar a 
2 b a t t l e axe fixed to the saddle. 
A Lance was a long but l i g h t weapon. I t 
3 
was also known as nizah, Shira and Sinan. In the 
f i r s t b a t t l e of Tarain Muhammad Ghori had knocked of 
4 few of Gobind Ra i ' s t ee th by h i t t i n g with h i s lance. 
1. Adab-ul Harb M6., pp. 115-16. 
2« Adab-ul Harb, pp. 260-6 2; On History and 
His tor ians , p . 66, 
3. Adab-ul Harb, pp. 260-61. I t i s mentioned 
as Shira and as Shira and Sinan in Nizami' s 
On History and His tor ians . 
4. Tabaqat-i Nasiri English t r ans l a t ion , p . 460; 
Futuh-us Sa la t ln , p . 143. 
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1 Nlzah and Harbah t h e o the r tvro v a r i e t i e s of 
l ance are a b i t s h o r t e r than Sin an and S h i r a , Zepin 
was a l so of t h e same type bu t more dangerous as i t 
"could pin m^n and horse t o g e t h e r i f s t ruck with 
2 3 
f o r c e , " A b h a l l a was a heav ie r j a v e l i n , N izah- i 
mardqir was a long weapon with t h e b l a d e being curved 
4 a t t h e p o i n t , A Khis t was long and a heavy weapon. 
I t s blow was very dangerous as i t had a combined 
s t r u c t u r e of a l ance and b a t t l e - a x e . 
The Nachakh formed one of t h e o f f ens ive 
weapon of t h e horseman, " I t was a combination of mace 
and sword and had t h e shape of a new moon," 
There was a l so a weapon c a l l e d Jak , I t was a 
d i s c of i ron with sharp edges . I t was l i g h t and had 
a b i g ho le in t h e c e n t r e . I t could t r a v e l t a r (depend-
1. Aaab-ul Harb/ p . 260. 
2. I b i d . / p . 260; Hasan Nizami, Ta1-ul Maath i r , 
Hyderabad MS, p . 420. Hereaf te r c i t e d as 
Ta1-ul Maath l r . 
3 . Adab-ul Harb, MS., p . 204. 
4 . I b i d . , p . 178b. 
5 . I b i d . , p . 115, 
6 . Adab-ul Harb, p , 260; Ta j -u l Maathi r , p . 28 2. 
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ing on t h e a b i l i t y and s k i l l of t h e war r io r ) and v/as 
capab le of c u t t i n g off t n e enemy's head. There was a 
heav i e r jak which was thrown v e r t i c a l l y i n t h e a i r and 
t h e t o r c e genera ted by i t s f a l l could c u t a raon i n 
two. A Kamand ( lasso) was always c a r r i e d by t h e 
2 w a r r i o r s and i t was thrown to en tang le t h e enemy. 
The Khanjar (dagger) was a weapon very common and i t 
was c a r r i e d by a l l t h e w a r r i o r s . This was used when 
t h e w a r r i o r s were on t h e groxind and no o the r o f f e n s i v e 
weapon could be u t i l i z e d . 
The v/eapons of t h e f o o t s o l d i e r s d i f f e r e d 
according t o t h e i r rank in t h e a r rayed b a t t l e - f i e l d . 
The f i r s t rank of f o o t - s o l d i e r s were armed with boi'^  
and arrows/ l ance and s h i e l d . The nex t rank of f o o t -
s o l d i e r s wore c o a t s of mai l and armed v/ith spear and 
sword. The t h i r d l i n e had l a n c e , bow and arrows and 
long swords, and f i n a l l y t h e four th s e t of f o o t - s o l d -
3 
i e r s had spear , s h i e l d and sword. 
1. Adab-ul Harb MS., pp . 19yb, 200< 
2. Adab-ul Harb, p . 540. 
3 . I b i d . , p . 330. 
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I Their de fens ive armour were broad s h i e l d and 
a coa t of mail which "had a number of p i e c e s so f a s t -
2 
ened as to facilitate the movements of limos," This 
3 
c o a t of mai l was c a l l e d char ay ina , 
A horseman's de fens ive armour was a z i r a h 
4 and under i t was a v e s t of l e a t h e r c a l l e d Khaftan. 
5 
He was a l so p r o t e c t e d by a helmet c a l l e d Tark and 
mighfar (a n e t work of s t e e l worn under t h e cap t o 
p r o t e c t t h e face) , 
There were s e p a r a t e guards for t h e t h i g h s / 
7 
shanks and forearm. Hasan Nizami mentions t h a t 
Muhammad G h o r i ' s fo rce mustered for t h e b a t t l e before 
8 Benaras had f i f t y thousand mounted men c l a d in i r o n . 
The i ron s i g n i f i e s t h e defens ive armour vjorn by t h e 
w a r r i o r s . 
1, I b i d . / p . 330. 
2. I s l amic Cultuxe^Vol. XI, No.4, Oct . 1937, 
p . 478. 
J . On His tory and H i s t o r i a n s , p . 66 . 
4 . Aaab~ul Harb MS., p . 156; Taj -u l Maathi r , 
p . 47. 
5. On His tory and H i s t o r i a n s , p . 66. 
6 . I b i d . , p . 66 . 
7. Adab~ul Harb i^ .S., p. lb6; Ta1-ui Maathir, 
p. 47. 
8. Ta1-ul Maathir, p. 277; Elliot & Dowson, 
Vol. lil, p. 220. 
(57) 
The f o r t c ap tu r ing fo rces had Charkh to d i s -
charge heavy arrows and s h o r t spears named Baylak and 
1 2 
Niin Nizah. The Charkh was a "magnified crossbow. 
3 
The Kharak ( d r i l l ) was another weapon used for t h e 
s i ege ot f o r t s . I t was a b ig beam with sharp p o i n t 
which was used with a t echnique t o r making ho le s in 
t h e w a l l . Sometimes i t was ad jus ted with another hor i -
zon ta l beam having t h e head of an i r o n which dashed 
a g a i n s t t h e v/all wi th a g r e a t f o r c e . "While t h e bore 
4 
packed i t , t h e ram b a t t e r e d i t , " 
Thus we see t h a t t h e s t r a t e g i e s of war adopted 
by t h e Turks were fa r supe r io r t o t hose of t h e Rajputs 
and they enployed i t e f f e c t i v e l y whenever t h e need 
oirose, Weapons too were of high q u a l i t y and t h e t e c h -
n ique with which they used were with g r e a t p r e c i s i o n . 
I t f u l l y served t h e purpose whether i t was an open 
b a t t l e - f i e l d or f o r t c a p t u r i n g . 
1. Adab-ul Harb, pp . 242, 244, 260; T a i - u l 
Maath i r , p . 113. 
A. I s l amic C u l t u r e , Vol. XI, No. 4, Oct .1937, 
p . 476, 
3 . Adab-ul Harb MS., p . 178. 
4 . I s l amic C u l t u r e , Vol. XI, No. 4, Oct . 1937, 
p . 475. 
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CHAPTER- IV 
POSITIOINJ OF FORTS 
To have a strong foothold In India* Mxihammad. 
Ghuri knew he t i x s t had to consol idate his posi t ion at 
s t r a t eg i c p o i n t s . He was desperately in need of 
mi l i t a ry base in India and to achieve t h i s he had to 
face s t i f f r e s i s t ance offered by the Rajputs, His 
route to India lay through the Gomal Pass* and the 
very f i r s t mi l i t a ry outpost which lay in his way was 
Multan, This for t was taken by Muhanunnad bin Qasim and 
af ter him, i t was time to time occupied by d i f fe ren t 
powers. At the time of Muhammad Ghuri•s invasion 
Multan was in the hands of the Qaramitahs, Muhammad 
Ghuri took i t af ter a long s iege . The for t was s i t u a -
2 
ted on the banks of Ravi and had natura l p ro tec t ion , 
l£ fully supplied with food and heavily garrisoned i t 
could check any th rea t coming from the north-west . 
Muharamad Ghuri needed i t for exx.ending h i s power in 
Ind ia . ' During the Sultanate period i t was a very 
important outpost and was ful ly garrisoned to check 
1, Rahman, S.A., 'Mi l i ta ry Stat ions during the 
early period of Muslim ru le in Hind-Pakistan' , 
Journal ot Pakistan His tor ica l Society, Vol, I , 
Part 4, Jan. 1953, p . 318. Hereafter c i ted as 
JPHS. 
2. I b i d . , Vol. I , Part 4, Jan. 1953, p . 319. 
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the Mongols. Only Important of f icers or r e l a t i v e s of 
the Sultan were given the charge of t h i s f o r t . During 
Sultan Nasir-ud-Din Mahitiud's reign Balban-i-Zar was 
made the governor of Multan, whoae loyalty was never 
doubted* but l a t e r on he revol ted which caused great 
concern to the Sultan. 
Balban had placed h i s nephev/ Sher Khan in 
charge of Lahore, Multan, Bhukkar, Surhlnd, Depalpore 
and Bituhnda and after him. Prince Mahomed was given 
2 
the charge. 
In roads could be b e t t e r checked and the 
f ront ie r well defended with Multan and Uchh both being 
simultaneously under con t ro l . Way to India lay through 
these places and Muhammad Ghuri, took i t to consolidate 
h is posi t ion in Sind. Further more they lay on route 
to Nahrwala and i t s capture made Muhammad Ghuri 's i n -
roads to Gujarat eas ie r , Uchh was s i tua ted 70 miles to 
the south-west of Multan a t the then confluence of the 
3 f ive r i v e r s of the Punjab. Uchh's importance could 
further be sensed at i t was the cap i t a l of Naslr-ud-Din 
Qabajah. 
1. Futuh-us Salatin Eng. t r . , p . 276. 
2. Tarikh-i Fjroz Shahi, p . 81. 
3. J .P .H.S . , Vol. i, Part 4, Jan. 19b3, p.319. 
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Peshawar served as a m i l i t a r y base to check 
t h e dependencies , 'i'he c a p t u r e of Peshawar helped in 
having complete sway over Panjab. Qutub-ud-Din Aibak 
moved as f a r as Peshawar to meet Muhannnad Ghuri dur ing 
h i s campaign of Kanauj, We can judge t h a t i t was a 
sa fe p l a c e for bo th the armies of Qutub~ud Din Aibak 
and Muhammad Ghuri to meet, 
Lahore, however, was given more p r e f e r e n c e as a 
m i l i t a r y s t a t i o n than the above two mentioned f o r t s due 
t o i t s s t r a t e g i c l o c a t i o n . River Beas formed one of 
t h e n a t u r a l l i n e of defence for t h e t o r t , Muhammad 
Ghuri ous ted Khusraw Malik to gain t h e possess ion of 
t h e f o r t . With the c a p t u r e of Lahore " the kingdom of 
Hindustan came under h i s sway," I t had to be e t t e c t -
i v e l y ga r r i soned to check t h e Khokhars and o t h e r r e b e l s 
who r e s ided in t h e h i l l s of Lahore . With t h e e s t a b -
lis'^iruent ot t he 'J.\irkish r u l e in I n d i a , i t became t h e 
2 
victim of many Kongoi invasions, as it was the west-
ern frontier province. It had also been a bone of con-
3 
t e n t i o n between Yalduz, Kabajah and I l t u t m i s h , because 
1. Tabaqa t - i N a s i r i , Eng. t r . , p . 455. 
2. Day, U.K., '•'•he North-VJest F r o n t i e r o i t h e 
S u l t a n a t e during the 13th C e n t u r y ' , I , P:. w., 
Vol. 17, P a r t I , March 1941, p . 60 . Jiere-
a f t e r c i t e d as I .H.Q. 
3 . Tabaqat - i JNiasiri E n g . t r . , pp. 525-30. 
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i t "occupied the s t r a t e g i c p o s i t i o n and could e a s i l y 
des t roy t h e f l anks of any army marching towaras Multan 
and a t t he same t ime, i t tormed a s u i t a b l e base t o r 
any exDcdition in the un regu la t ed t r a c t of the S a l t 
Range. " 
Sul tan Balban appoim::ed a p l a c e of rendezvous 
near Lahore in case of invas ion from t h e n o r t h - w e s t . 
P r ince Muhammad was to move from h i s p o s i t i o n in the 
f r o n t i e r p rov ince and Kurra Khan from h i s e s t a t e of 
Sumana and Sunam to meet t h e Imper i a l army from Delh i , 
2 
a t Lahore. 
Dewal^ Daybaler Debal: 
I t s exac t p o s i t i o n i s c o n t r o v e r s i a l , bu t one 
3 
must agree t h a t i t l ay on t h e s e a - c o a s t . The t o r t 
v/as given importance due t o t h e f a c t t h a t t h e t e r r i t o -
r i e s adjoining i t were commercially impor tant / though 
i t s m i l i t a r y u t i l i t y was of l i t t l e va lue as sea war-
f a r e was not ye t so prominent among t h e r u l e r s of 
I n d i a . 
!• I»H.C. , Vol. 17, P a r t I , March 1941, p . 60, 
2. K l l i o t & Dowson, Vol. I l l , p . 13 2. 
3 . Tabaga t - i Nas i r i Kng. t r . , p . 453; E l l i o t 
Sc Dowson, Vol. I , Appendix, pp . 374-78; 
JPHS, Vol. I , P a r t 4, J an . 1953, p . 321. 
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Bhakkar; 
I t was one of the s t rongest fo r t during t h i s 
period to which Hasan Nizami says tha t i t "had not 
been taken by any Khusru" and i t "was the eye 
of the fo r t and the face of the Kingdom of Hind." 
I t was a f o r t i f i ed inland in the r ive r 
2 Indus, and i t was s t r a t e g i c a l l y important for 
those r u l e r s who had f l e e t s . Kabajah had escapea 
from Uchh to Bhakkeir on a boat/ (as both these p l a -
ces are connected by R. Sindhu), thiys giving a tough 
time to I l tu tmish who was without f l e e t s . The for t 
cap i tu la ted af ter Kabajah committed suic ide . 
Sia lkot : 
I t i s s i tua ted at the foot of the north-v/est-
ern regions of the Himalayas, I t i s close to Lahore 
and i t v;as captured by Muhammad Ghuri to have a base 
c loser to Lahore. Khusrau Malik at tha t time was 
3 the master of Lahore and to check him Muhanin>ad 
1. E l l io t & Dowson/ Vol. 13, p . 2J9. 
2» Imperial Gazetteer of India, New ed. . New 
Delhi, Vol. IX, pp. 46-47. Hereafter c i ted 
as Imperial Gazetteer, 
3. Minhaj, p . 117/ Abul Casim Hindu Shah 
Fer ish ta , Tarikh-i Fer ishta , New Kishore 
Press , 1865, pp. 56-57. Hereafter c i t ed as 
Fer i sh ta . 
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Ghuri s tat ioned his troops a t Sia lkot , When Lahore 
f e l l Muhammad Ghuri 's i n t e r e s t in Sialkot was now 
only to keep watch over the areas lying between 
r i v e r s Chenab and Ravi. 
Bhatlndah or Tabarhinda: 
I t i s s i tua ted at 100 miles north of Ha-ns'i / 
and v/as a very important for t v/hich gave Muhairjnad 
Ghuri a mi l i ta ry posi t ion of vantage in the Chauhan 
1 t e r r i t o r y to penet ra te i t s c a p i t a l . I t was g a r r i -
soned under Qazi Zia-ud-Dm Tulak with 12000 so ld iers , 
with provision for eight months, but being such a 
strong fo r t , i t r e s i s t e d the Rajput onslaught for t h i r -
3 
teen months. Under I l tu tmish i t was a crown province. 
"The great fo r t , about 118 f t . high i s conspicuous for 
4 
many miles around and has 36 bas t ions . I t s cap i tu -
l a t ion led to the submission of the adjoining fo r t s of 
5 Kuhram, Hansi, Samana. and Sunam, which were g a r r i -
1. J .P.M.S. , Vol. I , Part 4, Jan. 1953, pp, 
323-25. 
2. Minhaj, p . 118; Fer i sh ta , Voi;^, p . 57. 
3. Tabaqat-i Naslri Eng t r . , p . 464. 
4. Imperial Gazetteer, Vol. VIII, p . 89. 
5. Minhaj, p . 120; Per ish ta , Vol. I , p . 56. 
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soned, with t h i s the conquered t e r r i t o r i e s were easy 
to govern, 
Kuhram & Sainana: 
Both were c lose by and they were the mi l i t a ry 
bases from where the immediate eastern t e r r i t o r i e s 
could be subjugated and the adjoining fo r t s defended. 
When Hansi was attacked by Jitwan, Qutub-ud-Din Aibak 
moved from Kuhram to r e l i eve the for t of Hansi. Other 
fo r t s l i k e Hansi/ S i r su t i and Sun am were garrisoned 
2 
for the consolidation of the occupied t e r r i t o r i e s . 
Ranthambhor: 
I t s importance lay in having a strong foot-
hold in the h o s t i l e t e r r i t o r y of Rajputana. This for t 
v/as defended by natura l b a r r i e r s . I t i s s i tua ted on a 
roc}: 1578 ft above sea level / surrounded by a massive 
3 
wall strengthened by towers and bas t ions . I t i s i s o -
4 la ted by deep and inpassable ravines , with r ive r 
Chambal defending i t from one s ide , Minhaj p ra i ses 
1. J .P .H.S . , Vol. I , Part 4, Jan. 1953, p.327. 
2. Hinhaj/ p . 120; Fer i sh ta , Vol. I , p . 56. 
3. Imperial Gazetteer/ Vol. XXI, pp. 235-36. 
4. J .P ,H,S . , Vol. I , Part 4, Jan. 1953, p . 326, 
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t h e f o r t " f o r i t s e x c e e d i n g s t r e n g t h , s o l i d i t y , and 
i m p r e g n a b i l i t y , i s famous and n o t o r i o u s t h r o u g h o u t 
a l l H i n d u s t a n , " I s a m i ' s Ranthambhore " p o s s e s s e d a 
2 
f o r t r e s s x in l ike t h a t of any o t h e r p e r i o d . " T h i s 
t o r t was alv/ays p r o b l e m a t i c f o r t h e b u l t a n s , as i t 
was s u r r o u n d e d by h o s t i l e Hindu i n h a b i t a n t s , I l t u t -
mish had t o r e l i e v e i t a f t e r t h e d e a t h of D u t u b - u d -
3 
Din Aibak , S u l t a n R a z i a t o o had t o i s s u e o r a e r s t o 
Ma l ik Qutub-ud-Din Husa in t o c a p t u r e i t t rom t h e 
4 H i n d u s ; s i m i l a r l y S u l t a n N a s i r ~ u d - D i n xMahmud t o o 
was n o t i n p o s s e s s i o n of t h i s f o r t and had t o send 
e x p e d i t i o n s a g a i n s t i t . 
M e e r u t : 
Qutub-ud-Din A i b a k ' s main aim t o r c a p t u r i n g 
Mee ru t was b e c a u s e of i t s s t r a t e g i c l o c a t i o n i n t h e 
5 
u p p e r Doab, I t enctbled him t o c h e c k t h e Gahadav/ala 
R a j p u t s , Meeru t and Ko i l b o t h formed one of t h e 
1, T a b a g a t - i N a s i r i t^ng, t r , , p p . 6 1 0 - 1 1 . 
2» ^ u t u h - u 3 S a l a t i n Eng, t r , . Vo l . 1 1 , p . 2 3 5 . 
3 . T a b a q a t - i N a s i r i Eng. t r , . Vol . I , p , 617. 
4 . I b i d . / p . 642 , 
5 . J . P . H . S . , Vol . I , P a r t 4 , J a n . 1953, 
p . 327 . 
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strongest garrisons of the early Turkish Sui«_ans, ^ he 
fort of Meerut* in the words of Hasan Nizami was "one 
of the celebrated forts of the country of Hind, for 
the strength of its foundations and superstructure, 
and its ditch, which was as broad as the ocean and 
1 
fathomless. It was surrounded by a citadel pierced 
with nine gates. 
Delhi: 
Its conquest was necessitated for occupying 
the territories of the Chauhan rulers who had Ajmere 
as his capital and Delhi as a second headquarter. The 
Turks, however, gave Delhi more importance because of 
its location in the centre of the then occupied terri~ 
tories. It is situated on the western bank of river 
Jumna and the fortress described in the Taj-ul Maathir 
tn 
as being one "which height and strength had not its 
equal nor second throughout the length and breadth of 
3 
the seven climes," This was the best place for be-
4 
coming the capital of the new state. 
1. Klliot and Dowson, Vol. 2, p. 217, 
2« J.P.H,S., Vol. I, Part 4, Jan. 1953, p, 327, 
3 . £ . l l i o t 6c Dov/son, Vol . I I , p . 214. 
4 . J , P . H , S . , Vol . I , P a r t 4 , J a n . 1953, p . 328, 
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Koll; 
It was one of the most celebrated fortress of 
Hind. It was important to possess this fort due to 
its proximity to Delhi, Meerut/ Badayxm, etc. It 
was a very important military base which facilitated 
Incursions to the east. Muhammad Ghuri campaign of 
2 
Qannauj succeeded due to the military base at Koil. 
Qannaul: 
The t e r r i t o r y of Qannauj had seven f o r t s 
washed by t h e Ganges and p rov id ing a n a t u r a l l i n e of 
3 defence . I t was the c a p i t a l of t h e Rathor Rajputs 
4 
and was s i t u a t e d in t h e h e a r t of Doab. With i t s 
conquest t h e Turks became the mas ter of the Doab, 
Benares along with Ansi and Asni succxambed to 
the Turkish ons l augh t . 
1. E l l i o t & Dowson, Vol. 11/ p . 220. 
I, J . P . K . S . , Vol. 1/ P a r t 4, J an . 1953, p .328, 
3, I b i d . , p . 329. 
4 . I b i d . , p . 328. 
^« Tabaqat- i N a s i r i Kng. t r . . Vol. 1, p . 470. 
6 . E l l i o t & pQwson, Vol. I I , p . 463. 
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Thanklr ; 
I t was t h e s t ronghold or t n e Jadon ^wati-i Ra j -
p u t s , who he ld sway over Bayana. 'I'he castle^ "which 
had h i t h e r t o remained c lo sed t o a l l the sovere igns 
2 
and p r i n c e s of the v/orld, " S t r a t e g i c a l l y i t was 
necessary to have a m i l i t a r y b^se a t Thaiilcir to 
3 h a r a s s t h e f o r t of Gv/allor. 3aha-ud-Din Tughr i l 
v/ho v/as made i n - c h a r g e of the f o r t " cons t ruc ted a 
m i l i t a r y s t a t i o n a t Su l t anko t which was meant t o 
4 
se rve as base of o p e r a t i o n s in t h e p l a i n s . 
Gwaliort 
The Parihara Rajputs ruled over this territory. 
The fort in the v/ords of Hasan Nizami was "the pearl 
of the recklace of the castles of Hind/ the summit of 
which the nimble tooted wind from belov/ cannot reach/ 
and on the bastion of which the rapid clouds have 
never cast their shade, and which the swift imagina-
tion has never surmounted/ and at the height of which 
!• J .P«H.S . / Vol. I , P a r t 4, J an . 1953/ p . 330. 
2« E l l i o t & Dowson/ Vol. 11/ p . 224. 
^' J . P . H . S . / Vol. I , P a r t 4, J an . 1953/ p . 330; 
TaJoaqat-i N a s i r i Eng. t r . / p . 545. 
4 . Habibul lah/ A.B.M./ p . 66. 
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1 
t h e c e l e s t i a l s p h e r e i s d a z z l e d . " The t o r t s t a n d s 
on an i s o l a t e d s a n d s t o n e h i 11^ which t o w e r s 300 f t . 
above t h e o l d town, m e a s u r i n g 1% m i l e s long and 2/800 
f t . a c r o s s a t i t s -widest p a r t . 'J-'ho w a l l s above t h e 
2 
s c r a p a r e a b o u t 30 f t . h i g h , 3aha -ud - i ) i n T u g h r i l 
was t h e commander of t h e f o r c e s which c a p t u r e d i t i n 
3 
1196 A.D, The n e i g h b o u r i n g R a j p u t s were so h o s t i l e 
4 t h a t i t p a s s e d i n t o t h e hands of Mangal Diw. S u l t a n 
I l t u t m i s h had t o p r o c e e d t o w a r d s i t i n 1231 A.D. and 
i t f e l l i n t o h i s hands i n 1232 A.D. Here a g a i n i t 
d i d n o t r ema in w i t h t h e D e l h i S u l t a n t o r l o n g . R a z i a 
had t o "wi thdraw t h e m i l i t a r y and c i v i l p e r s o n n e l 
6 
and e x c o r t back t o D e l h i " b e c a u s e ChahardevBl t h e 
r u l e r of t h a t a r e a commenced h o s t i l i t i e s . Ba lban i n 
t h e y e a r 1251 A.D. moved a g a i n s t Gwal io r and c a p t u r e d 
7 i t . Though a g a i n t h e r e a r e r e f e r e n c e s t h a t i t p a s s -
g 
ed o v e r t o t h e R a j p u t s . 
1. E l l i o t Sc Dowson, V o l . 1 1 / p , 225 . 
2 . I m p e r i a l G a z e t t e e r / Vol , X l i / p . 4 3 9 , 
3 . M i n h a j , p . 145 , 
4 . T a b a q a t - l N a s i r i Eng, t r , , p . 6 1 9 . 
5 . Minha j / p . 175; M a b i b u l i a h / ABM., p . 102. 
6 . H o b i b u l l a h / ABi\, p , 1 5 1 , 
7 . Minha j / p p . 2 1 5 - 1 6 , 
8 . H a b i b u l l a h / AB^yi, p . 151 . 
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Kalinjar : 
I t was the cap i t a l of the Chandella kajputs . 
The for t was s i tua ted near the fahander Plateau with 
one of the tr iJoutaries of r iver Ken passing across 
i t . This for t occupies a h i l l which r i s e s abruptly^ 
and i s separated from the neares t aninence by a 
valley about 7 miles across . Elevation i s 1/203 f t . 
above the sea. The crovm ot the h i l l i s a p la teau . 
Vast polyhedral masses of Syenite form the base and 
afford a comparatively accessible slope, but tne 
horizontal s t r a t a of sandstone makes i t impossible of 
2 ascent. No doubt/ Hasan Nizami says tha t the for t 
3 
of Kalinjar was as strong as the wall of Alexander. 
This for t cap i tu la ted only when the h i l l - s i d e spring 
4 
which was the only supply/ diver ted to another course. 
Adjoining t o r t s or nahoba and Khajuraho too were cap~ 
5 
tured to check the hos t i l e Chandellas. 
1. Joseph E. Schwartzberg/ A His tor ica l Atlas 
of South Asia, Chicago 1978. See Physiogra-
phy transparent p l a t e . 
2. Imperial Gazetteer/ Vol. XIV, p . 310. 
3» E l l i o t & Dowson, Vol. 2, p . 229. 
4. hacibullah/ AbM, p . 69; Raverty, H.G. says 
tha t the sprin-j haa ari ed up, p . b23 fn. 
5. Adab-ul Barb MS, p . 25; E l l i o t 6t Dowson/ 
Vol. 2, p . 229. 
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An h i 1 war ah o r Nahrwa lah : 
' ihe Cha lukya s t a t e ot G u j e r a t " h e l d on e f f e c t -
i v e pdraraountcy ove r t h e w e s t e r n R a j p u t s t a t e s and 
t hub v/as an o b a t a c l e t o h i a p l a n of o u t f l amino Lhe 
G h a z n a v i d s and o p e n i n c up a r o u t e i n t o H i n d u s t a n . 
H i s p l a n was e a r l i e r f r u s t r a t e d , b u t l a t e r Qu tub -ud -
Din Aibalc i n 1197 marched w i t h f o r c e s s t a t i o n e d a t 
Ajmir and r e a c h e d t h e f o r t s o t P a l i and Nandul which 
2 
h e found abandoned . He p r o c e e d e d t o Nahrwala and 
a t t h e f o o t of Mount Abu he found t h e army of Rai 
3 
Karan and D a r a b a r s w a i t i n g t o f a c e t h e T u r k i s h army. 
The R a j p u t s were r o u t e d and " t h e c i t y of Nahrwa la , 
which i s t h e mos t c e l e b r a t e d i n t h a t c o u n t r y , f u l l of 
4 
r i v e r s . . . came u n d e r t h e dominion of t h e Musalmans ," 
5 
a t whach t h e vrorld was amazed. 
Badayxini 
I t was c a p t u r e d i n 594 J . / 1 1 9 7 - 9 8 AD by 
Qutub-ud-Din A lbak . I t was a s e a t of R a s h t r a k u t a 
1, H a b i b u l l a h , ABM, p . 5 6 . 
2 . iJ^ll iot & Dowson, V o l . 2, p . 227 . 
3* I b i d . , p . 227 . 
4 . I b i d . , p . 227 . 
5 . Futuh-U3 S a l a t i n K n g . t r . , Vo l . I , p . 16 3 . 
6 . Adab-u l Harb MS, p . 24 . 
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Dyricisty, which when c a p t u r e d , e n a b l e d t h e Turks t o form 
a s e r i e s o± s t r o n g h o l d w i t h M i r a t h , Koi l and B a r a n . 
T h i s e n a b l e d t h e r e g i o n of K d t e h a r t o be subdued t o o . 
The f i e f of Baoayun l a t e r became an I m p o r t a n t i q t a o t 
t h e Delh i S u l t a n a t e . " I t was h e r e t h a t I l t u t m i s h 
m o b i l i s e d a s t r o n g army t o h e l p h i s m a s t e r i n s u p p r e s ~ 
s i n g t h e r e b e l l i o n of t h e Ghakkar t r i b e s , " 
The f o r t s had d e f e n s i v e imp lemen t s t o p r o t e c t 
i t s e l f trora t h e a t t a c k e r s . To p r o t e c t i t s e l f from t h e 
f i e r y j a v e l i n s and o t h e r c o m b u s t i b l e s , t h e s o l d i e r s 
2 
wore " l e a t h e r n m a n t l e t s soaked i n v i n e g e r " a s i t was 
3 t h e b e s t means of quench ing f j>re. The g a r r i s o n a l s o 
k e p t b o i l i n g o i l t o th row on t h e b e s i e g e r s a p p r o a c h i n g 
4 
t h e f o r t w a l l s . The b e s i e g e r s a p p l i e d Kharak t o make 
5 
h o l e s i n t h e w a l l and t o check t h u s t h e g a r r i s o n 
adop t ed t h e u j e of " t h i c k m a t t r e s s l i k e s h e e t s of sack-
i n g t i l l e d w i t h s t r a w or b o a r d and t h i c k beams which 
t h e y hunq from t h e w a l l o v e r t h e p o i n t on which t h e ma-
c h i n e p l a y e d . They d i s a b l e d t h e ram by l e t t i n g f a l l 
! • J . P . H . S . , Vol . I , P a r t 4 , J a n . 1953, p . 331. 
2 . I s l a m i c C u l t u r e , Vol . XI , No. 4 , O c t . 1937, 
p . 474 . 
3 . I b i d . , p . 474 . 
4 . Ibid., D. 4 7 4 . 
5 . Adab-ul Harb Ms. , p . 178 . 
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on i ' :s head forked bearno, which h r l d it lixm and 
prF»vented i t from being drawn back . " 
•^^ ^ ^^sikh wcis a mugnii ied cross-bow used 
for d i scha rg ing heavy b o l t and J a v e l i n s t o a c o n s i d e r -
2 
ab le long d i s t a n c e . This was most probably used both 
by the defenders and the b e s i e g e r s . 
The s imp le s t dev ice which was used for s c a l i n g 
t h e wa l l s of t he f o r t was by s c a l i n g l adde r s or 
3 
kamand ( lasso) . S i m i l a r l y the t o r t s s imples t defence 
system was by digging t r e n c h e s a l l round t h e c a s t l e 
and f i l l i n g i t with moat or water . 
1. Makhdoome/ M. Akram/ 'iMechanical A r t i l l e r y 
in Medieval I n d i a ' / Journa l of Indian 
His tory / Vol. XV, P a r t 2, Aug. 1936,p. 19C. 
2. I s l amic C u l t u r e , Vol. XI, Wo. 4, Oct . 1937, 
p . 476. 
3 . Adab-ul Harb, p . 540. 
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CONCLUSION 
The Ghcznavid c^Jiipaic^ns in Indio showed the 
ruilitury v/eckneas ot the Inaidja jrtajputS/ who "w!_re 
never took adv^jitdge of the iiniaense n-^Lural advant-
dgeoui. oL the vastness of the councry or of i t s 
r ivery , fores t s e t c , " The i^ajpuLs were ind i f fe ren t 
towards having a s c i en t i f i c f ront ie r to defend thcana-
selves , and t h i s a t t i t u d e of the Hajputy proved ad-
vantageous to the north-west invaders . 
At the time ot the Ghurid conquest, India was 
divided in to a number of independent and semi-inde-
pendent kingdoms. The Chahamanas ruled in Sambhar 
and Ajmer, the Paramaras in Malwa, the Kalachuris 
in ^hedi^ the Chandellas in Bundelkhand, the Chaluk-
yas in Gujarat/ the Gahadavalas in Kannauj, the 
Palas in i'lagadh, the Suras and l a t e r the Senas, ruled 
in .festern -lengal. Furthermore the Rajput govern-
ment was feuGal in character by which the kingdom 
caiae to be divided in l i e ' S , This systei.i led to a 
corpplete d i s in tegra t ion of the country. The Rajouts 
united againi^t the 'itirks during the t i r s c and the 
second IJottle of Tarain, but af ter t h i s they never 
loriued a confederacy. Cne by ont. each of these king-
doms V7cre concfuereu. i^i l i tary i^totione were es tab-
l i shed at s t r a t eg ic points which were garrisoned with 
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v/ell equippt^d s o l d i e r s . These m i l i t a r y s t a t i o n s 
f a c i l i t a t e d the expans ion i s t po l i cy oi t he Turks, 
The Cen t ra l Asian t r a d i t i o n s of v/arfare predominated 
over the i<ajput t r e d i t i o n s , '^he KajpuLs' army con-
s i s t e d of e lephant ry / cava l ry and i n f a n t r y . "In the 
hands of exper t g e n e r a l s , the e l ephan t s proved dread-
f u l ; bu t i f badly handled t h e i r d e s t r u c t i v e force 
could r e c o i l on t h e i r ovm army." As po in ted ou t by 
P. Saran " t h e i r (Rajputs) cumbrous war-Machine with 
i t s e l ephan t s and h o r s e s , t r a i n e d more for roya l 
pagean ts than for s e r i o u s war fa re , was e a s i l y ove r -
taken and o u t d i s t a n c e d by t h e a g i l e mounted a rche r s 
of t h e Turkish armies who could cover long d i s t a n c e s 
far more qu ick ly than the easy-going , vain g l o r i o u s 
xHindu c h i e f s . " -the swif t moving mounted a r che r s of 
t ne Turks o u t c l a s s e d as J .N. Sarkar says t h e "huge 
and unvdeldy ph^lonx oi (Indian) armies headed by 
elephcijits with gorgeous t r a p p i n g s . " In the open La-
t t l u - f i e l d the Raj purs were no macch to the Turkish 
CoVtiliy; t h r loriiior thus took to defending t leir 
t o r t s . In cent . . t ruet ion, the l o r t s oi t he i-^ajputs 
were almost iiiipreyn<.iblo e . g . f o r t s of Kanthcjiibhor, 
Koi l , Delhi , Ka l in ja r e t c , bu t they never mcide t h e i r 
f o r t e OS a i •.e^.sm to launch pov/erful o t f e n s i v e 
aya inb t the enemies. The l u rk s showed t'-^.eir prov/ess 
in capturJnq f o j t s t o o . F o r t j which in the words of 
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Hasan Kizarrd "in height and strength had not i t s 
equal nor second throughout the length and breadth 
of seven climes" and those which "as strong as the 
wall of Alexander" were a l l taken. The Rajputs 
were too novice in the a r t of besieginy forts.They 
did not enploy any sc i en t i f i c s k i l l to besiege a 
t o r t . The only method which they knew was to use 
t ne i r elephants to s t r i ke against the t o r t ga tes . 
This method proved inef fec t ive when a foxt was at 
a very high a l t i t u d e or i f surrounded by moat. The 
Turks employed charks to discharge heavy arrows 
and short spears named Baylak and Nim Nizah to cap-
tu re a f o r t . They also had another war machine 
named Kharak which was used for making holes in the 
wall . Thus both on the b a t t l e - f i e l d and in fo r t s 
besieging/ the Turks v;ere far more superior to the 
Kajputs, The neglect of t h i s a r t of warfare by 
the Kajputs proved d isas t rous ror which they paid 
dearly t he i r l i f e ana l i b e r t y . 
vrnen Delhi was made the seat of government 
and h o s t i l e t e r r i t o r i e s subdued/ a change was 
brought in the composition of the army. "Fighting 
ceased to be the monopoly of one group. ^^yone 
wrio had the streni-jth to uear the s t ra in of vTzr, 
could join the array recruitment vjas made from 
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a l l sectionri ox the Indiian population, irrt'-3pcctive 
or any con si deration of Cviste/ creed or co lour ." 
I'lany thakur^as and itanas too we-e taJcfcai in to serv ice , 
iill v/ere ^.jiven the scsrie traininc^ o^ v/axfare, :.oxing/ 
wrestl ing/ fencing/ arcliery etc were basic militciry 
sports in wnich every soldier pa r t i c ipa ted to keep 
themselves f i t . Hunting expeditions too v;ere a pa r t 
of mi l i t a ry exercise . 
'i'he army was cen t ra l ly rec ru i ted and paid 
d i r ec t ly by the s t a t e . Land grants and cash payment 
both were in prac t ice / as payment of the so ld i e r s . 
High o f f i c i a l s were given bigger i q t a s and bestowed 
with administrat ive power. The Ariz- i aumalik was 
the muster master and his dut ies included r e c r u i t -
ment of so ld iers / review of t roops, payment and par-
t i c ipa t ion in the war counci l . There were other 
o i i i c e r s l ike i-^air-i Alchur (Master of the Hoyal 
Stable) / 3ar- i Jandar (Chief of Bodyguards), ^ a i r - i 
H_ajib (Lord Gharaberlain) and Kotwal (Incharge ol the 
f o r t ) . ihey were given administrat ive power ot any 
province or a f o r t . The army was divided on the 
decimal system. A Sarkhayl coimanded 10 hox semen/a 
oipah-oalar co..,.anc!ed IC SarkhaylS/ an Atni r hdd 10 
Sip a'n- a ol ar s / likewise a .^alik hca IC ^ irni r s and a 
Khan 10 I'-ialiks. 'i'he Kino iva.y tke commander-in-cliief 
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of the army/ but also appointed a Sar-l-Lashkar to 
lead a campciign in hit. cibsence. 
Ihe Turks adopted d i f fe ren t s t r a t eg i e s of 
v/ar on d i i f e ren t occasions. Their arrny was composed 
or cavalry and infant ry , with the cavalry being in 
the majority. At times the cavalry formed the fix-st 
l i n e and when the s i tua t ion demanded the infantry 
formed the f i r s t l i n e . 
The Turks were great archers and good horse-
men. They could shoot accurately from the horse-
back without ha l t ing or dismounting. They adopted 
d i f ferent s t r a t eg i e s of war l i k e feigned re t rea t^ 
ambushing, night at tack e t c . Their main offensive 
weapons were bow and arrows, lance, swords, daggers 
e t c . The5e were the primary weapons which every 
horseman haa; some were even armed m t h iak,Kamand, 
Khjst i.aciiakh and Dabus. 
./ith such weapons and the i r Central Asian 
s t r a t e g i e s , the Turks were able to defeat the Raj-
puts and es tabl ish the Sultanate of Delhi. 
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